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PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION 


THE origin, mode of composition, and mutual relations of 
the three Synoptic Gospels form so obscure and so complex 
a subject of inquiry that it has come to be generally known 
as the ‘Synoptic Problem’. Among the many modern 
attempts to deal with it, this volume has a limited and 
merely preparatory purpose, which I have tried to indicate 
upon its title-page. It is called by the plural name ‘ Horae 
Synopticae’, because, while it is the outcome of a good 
many hours spent in examination of the Synoptic Gospels 
and in tabulation of the results thus obtained, those 
results are presented separately and almost indepen- 
dently in the successive sections of the book, no attempt 
being made to combine them as foundations or supports of 
any system or theory. And the sub-title is ‘ Contributions 
to the study’—rather than to the solution—‘of the 
Synoptic Problem’, because I have only been trying to help 
in that preliminary process of collecting and sifting 
materials which must be carried much further than it has 
yet been before we can be ready for the solution of the 
Problem—or, as I would rather express it, of such parts 
of it as are not now insoluble. For while it seems to me, 
on the one hand, that there are some aspects of it.as to 
which we are not likely to advance beyond statements of 
conflicting probabilities, unless there are some fresh dis- 
coveries of documents in Egypt or elsewhere, on the other 
hand I believe that not a few conclusions—and those of 
the most important kinds—are likely to be made so clear 
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and so practically certain by the patient and careful investi- 
gations of the language of the Gospels which are now 
being carried on, that before very long they will meet with 
general acceptance.! 

My object, then, has been to collect and to exhibit facts 
with as small an admixture of theory as possible. In 
Part I there is, I think, scarcely anything that can be called 
theory. In Parts II and III, however, it was found that 
the occasional use of a ‘working hypothesis’ could not be 
dispensed with (as on p. 1117); and I have several times 
(as on pp. 81, 128, 152, 162, 185, 212, and in the Conclud- 
ing Summary) briefly stated or implied some inferences, 
without which the reason for introducing the facts and 
figures could hardly have been made clear. But I have 
suppressed, or at least reserved for another opportunity, 
some more detailed hypotheses and conjectures which had 
occurred to me, or had been recalled to me, in the course of 
the preparation of these pages. For some of them I think 
I could have claimed a fair amount of probability, and they 
might have made the book more interesting ; but they 
would certainly have obscured its designed character of 
being mainly a collection of materials. 

It may be said, perhaps, that these materials are not of 
a very solid and trustworthy nature, or at least that they 
are of such a kind that their value is likely to be over- 
rated, especially by the compiler of them. For they are to 
a large extent statistical: and statistics are proverbially 
misleading, and proverbially liable to be made to ‘ prove 
anything’ that is wished. No doubt there is this danger, 


* Professor Sanday speaks hopefully of the prospects of solution, both 
in his important supplement to the article ‘Gospels’ in Smith’s Dict. of 
the Bible, ed. 2, p. 1228, and in Jnsfiration, p. 282. 

® [These references are now made to the pages of the second edition.] 


Preface to the First Edition vii 


however cautious and free from prejudice the compiler may 
try to be: and he should remember that he is particularly 
exposed to it when the field from which the statistics are 
collected is so small as it is in the present case. I can only 
say, first, that I have done my best to guard against this 
danger in various ways, and especially by bracketing words 
on which stress should not be laid, although their insertion 
in the lists was necessary (cf. pp. 2,178). Secondly, I 
would say that however misleading statistics may be, con- 
jectures unsupported by statistics are likely to be still more 
so, unless they are supported by evidence of other kinds, 
such as contemporary, or nearly contemporary, historical 
testimonies: and as to the Synoptic Gospels such evidence 
is very slight, being almost limited to St. Luke’s Preface 
(i. 1-4)? and to the well-known passage of Papias about 
Mark as the interpreter of Peter, and Matthew as the com- 
poser of the Logia.? Thirdly, some confidence in the 
statistical method, as here used, may be inspired by the 
general accordance of its results with such intimations as 
we gather from the words of St. Luke and of Papias, and 
(I venture to add, though the matter is too wide and too 
vague for proof, or even for discussion, here) with the 
general probabilities of the case, as they are suggested to 
us through such other means as we have at our command.? 

If I seem to have devoted a disproportionately large 
amount of space to some apparently minor matters, such 
as the use of the Historic Present* and of Conjunctions ° 


1.Of course these verses have been abundantly and minutely discussed by 
many commentators and others, as their unique importance and interest 
demand. A fresh and interesting examination of them will be found in Blass, 
Philology of the Gospels, pp. 7-20 [also, since then, in Expos. Times, xviii. 395]. 

2 The passage is given below, p. xiii. 

8 See e.g. the remark on the use of the Gospels in sub-apostolic times, 
p. 218, paragraph D. * pp. 143 ff. 5 pp. 137, 150 ff. 
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in St. Mark, and the comparatively slight differences 
between the language of St. Luke’s Gospel and of Acts,? it 
is because I wished to dwell especially on those points 
which, so far as I knew, had either been insufficiently 
worked out, or at least had not been put before English 
students in a distinct and easily available form. On the 
other hand, some important departments of the Synoptic 
Problem—such as the number and nature of the sources 
used by St. Luke only—have been passed over, merely 
because I could not see that any light would be thrown 
upon them by such statistics and observations as I had 
been able to put together. For of course the volume is far 
too small to make any pretensions to completeness, or to 
due proportion of contents, even as a collection of materials 
for students. 

Most of the following materials were originally drawn 
up for my own use. But Professor Sanday, having seen 
some of my papers, advised and encouraged the publication 
of them, as being likely to be useful to others who are 
working at the same subject. He has also very kindly read 
the proof-sheets of the book, and has made many helpful 
and valuable suggestions, for which Iam extremely grateful. 

My study of the language of the Gospels has generally 
been independent; but of course I have sometimes cor- 
rected or supplemented my own results by those of other 
writers. In so doing, I think my chief obligations have 
been to Dr. E. A. Abbott’s well-known article ‘ Gospels’ in 
Enc. Brit. vol. x, and to Dr. Plummer’s Commentary on 
St. Luke, which enabled me to add about fifteen entries 
to the list of ‘words and phrases characteristic of’ that 
Gospel. 


1 pp. 177 ff. 
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In such lists as that to which I have just referred, there 
are probably many deficiencies and imperfections; but 
perhaps other workers may be able to make use of them as 
foundations of more complete lists, or, if they are unwilling 
to do so themselves, may help me to do so by sending me 
notices of errors and omissions. 


J.C. H. 


KELsTon LopGE, OxForD, 
October, 1898. 


PREFACE TO THE SECOND 
EDITION 


VERY few prefatory words are required. For, although 
many more hours have been spent over the Synoptic 
Gospels with a view to this edition, it has not been with 
the intention of working in any fresh directions, but only 
with the hope of supplying some of the ‘deficiencies’ and 
removing some of the ‘imperfections’ which, in the last 
words of the preceding preface, were spoken of as likely to 
be found in a work of this kind. 

Numerous small supplements have been made to many 
of the lists, and especially to those concerned with the 
characteristics of the three Synoptists, in order to render 
them as nearly complete as possible. 

I could not find more than a very few modifications or 
withdrawals that I ought to make, the only two of any 
importance being those referred to on pages 174 f. and 214. 

The Section (Pt. II, Sect. V) on the chief non-Marcan 
source used in the First and Third Gospels has been very 
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largely rewritten, not because of much change of opinion on 
my own part, but in order to avoid the appearance of a claim 
to more certainty than has yet been reached on this subject. 

I have only found occasions for a few references to the 
illustrations of the Kow7 Greek of the New Testament and 
LXX which are being drawn from the Papyri. No doubt 
many more will be suggested by such a work as the Lexicon 
which is promised by Drs. J. H. Moulton and G. Milligan, 
and some of the materials for which they are gradually 
publishing in the Expositor. 

J.C. H. 


Ketston Lopce, OxForp, 
September, 1909. 
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PRELIMINARY NOTICES AND 
EXPLANATIONS 


AN ‘Introduction’ of the usual kind is needless here, 
since the Table of Contents sufficiently indicates the nature 
of the separate ‘ Contributions to the study of the Synoptic 
Problem’ which the following pages contain. But the 
attention of those who use the book is called to these 
notices and explanations :— 


1. 


The passage of Papias, which contains considerably the 
earliest external mention of any of the writers whose names 
are connected with our Gospels, is so often alluded to that 
it will be well to print it here for convenience of reference. 
Both text and translation are taken from Bishop Lightfoot’s 


Apostolic Fathers (1 vol. 1891), pp. 517, 529. 


And the Elder said this 
also: Mark having become 
the interpreter of Peter, 
wrote down accurately 
everything that he remem- 
bered,! without however re- 


Kat rotro 6 mpeoBurepos 
dreye’ Mdpxos pev épynvevtas 
Térpov yevdpevos, doa éuvnyd- 


n Da > 
vevoev, akpiB@s eypaiev, ov 


pévrot TAhEEL, TA Ud TOD Xprorod 

7) AexO€vra 7} mpaxOevta. ovTE 
X BA n . ra BA 

yap jKovoe tod Kupiov, otre 


r 50 t bate! a 
TapynKkoAovnoev atTo, VaTEpov 


cording in order what was 
either said or done by Christ. 
For neither did he hear the 
Lord, nor did he follow Him; 
but afterwards, as I said, 


1 Dr. E. A. Abbott, in Zc. Bz., ii. 1811, proposes and defends ‘ mentioned’, 
or ‘taught from memory’, as a preferable translation of éxynpdvevcey here, and 
also of dwepynpdvevoey a few lines further on. 
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d€, ws epyy, [lérpe, ds mpds tas (attended) Peter,who adapted 
his instructions to the needs 
(of his hearers), but had no 
design of giving a connected 
KuptakGv Tovovpevos Adywv, accountof the Lord’s oracles.’ 
So then Mark made no mis- 
take, while he thus wrote 
otras ema ypdwas ws dmeuvy- down some things as he 
povevoev. évds yap émoujoata ft emembered them; for he 
made it his one care not to 
omit anything that he heard, 
or to set down any false 
airois . . . Mar@atos pév oty statement therein... So 
then Matthew composed the 
oracles in the Hebrew l!an- 

guage, and each one inter- 
os jy duvards Exactos. preted them as he could. 


xpelas émoueiro Tas didacKaAlas, 


GAN otx domep ovvtagiw tov 


@ote ovdey juapte Mdpxos, 


, a N a ¥ 
Tpovo.ay, Tod pndev Ov ]KovoE 


mapadineiy 7) Wwetcacal mm év 


‘“Efpatés Siadéxtm ta Adpa 


ovveypaypato, hpuyvevoe 8 adra 


The passage is preserved for us by Eusebius (Hist. Eccl, 
iii. 39), and his context makes it probable that the Presbyter 
John was the ‘Elder’ on whose authority Papias gives his 
notice of Mark, and presumably of Matthew also. The 
approximate date of the work of Papias may be given as 
A.D. 130, 


2. 

Nearly all the following tables were drawn up before the 
publication of Moulton and Geden’s Concordance. But they 
have been revised and checked with the help of it, and it is 
adopted as the standard as to orthography, order of words, 
&c. Where no other Concordance is named, it is assumed 
that this one will be in use: but in a few instances there will 
be found a reference to Bruder (ed. 1888), because in those 
cases his arrangement brings out more fully or clearly or 
conveniently the usage to which attention is being called. 


1 Or ‘sayings’, if with Lightfoot we read Adywv, and not Acyiwr. 
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3. 

The text used is Westcott and Hort’s (WH), with 
occasional reference to Tischendorf’s (Tisch, or T) and to 
that of the English Revisers (R). Various readings are 
noticed only in the most important cases, as where WH’s 
margin (mg) agrees with Tisch against their text, or where 
the matter in hand is directly affected by the variants. 
Attention has been also called to a few specially interesting 
Western readings, and some references made to the 
Sinaitic-Syriac version. 

4. 

In the Tables on pp. 4-29 ‘Acts’ and ‘ Paul’ are placed 
in the columns next after ‘ Luke ’, in order to draw attention 
throughout to the strong affinities which exist between the 
members of the Lucano-Pauline group of writings, and upon 
which more is said on pp. 189 ff. 


5. 

When ‘John’ is referred to, or placed at the head of 
a column, only the fourth Gospel is meant: for it is 
important sometimes to bring out a similarity or contrast 
between this and the other 4zstorical books. Therefore the 
three Epistles of St. John, as well as the Apocalypse, had to 
be placed in the column headed ‘Rest of N.T.’ But no 
expression of opinion as to the authorship of any of those 
books is thus intended. Again, it has been found convenient 
to class thirteen Epistles under the heading ‘ Paul’, but no 
assumption is thus made as to the authorship and integrity 
of all those Epistles. And on pp. 191 f. a distinctive mark 
has been placed against words found only in the Pastoral 
Epistles. 

6. 

An inconsistent way of using the names of the Evangelists 
(or the abbreviations Mt, Mk, Lk) has been found unavoid- 
able: sometimes the Gospel itself as it stands, sometimes 


xvi Preliminary Notices and Explanations 


the author or compiler of it, is thus denoted. But I hope 
that the context will always show at a glance which is 
meant. 
7. f 

The figures in thick type after the name of a book or 
writer (e.g. Matthew 6, Paul 12, Rev 8) mean that a word 
or phrase is used so many times in that book or by that 
writer. (In such cases ‘Luke’ includes only the third 
Gospel, the occurrences in Acts being enumerated separately ; 
and, as has been already said, ‘John’ includes only the 
fourth Gospel.) Similarly LXX 4, LXX 22, &c., denote 
that the word or phrase is used so many times in the 
Septuagint. 


HORAE SYNOPTICAE 


PART I 


WorpDs AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF EACH 
OF THE Synoptic GosPELs 


THAT two at least of the Synoptic Gospels are compila- 
tions is evident upon the face of them, because of the 
different ways in which the same materials are used. And 
there are other less obvious phenomena which support this 
conclusion. 

But before attempting to discover the number and the 
nature of the sources used by the compilers, and so to 
enter upon the most obscure part of the Synoptic Problem, 
the ground should be cleared as far as possible by a careful 
endeavour to discover how much in the Gospels is owing 
to those who used the sources. 

In trying thus to mark and to estimate the additions 
made independently by each of the authors or compilers, it 
is the most obvious and most usual course to lay stress on 
the words peculiar to each Gospel, and from them to judge 
of the style of the several writers. But though these are 
not to be overlooked (and lists of them, drawn up for 
another purpose, can be referred to on pages 199 ff. of this 
book), their importance for our present purpose may easily 
be over-estimated. For by far the larger number of them 
—viz. five-sevenths of those in Matthew and six-sevenths 
of those in Mark and Luke—are used only once; and in 
all three Gospels a smaller proportion than ten per cent. 
is used more than twice (viz. in Matthew 10 words out 
of 112, in Mark 4 out of 71, and in Luke 10 out of 261). 
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Now words that are not used more than once or twice 
cannot have very much weight as proofs of the habitual 
style of any writer. It is, therefore, much more important 
to examine words which are used more frequently, though 
it may not be exclusively, and to see which of them are 
used so predominantly in each Gospel as to be apparently 
characteristic of each compiler, and therefore presumably 
due to him. 

To bring together such ‘characteristic words and 
phrases’ is the object of the first and most elaborate series 
of tables in this book. It will be seen that the number 
of them in Luke (151) exceeds by more than one-third the 
number in the slightly shorter Gospel of Matthew (95), 
which is more than twice as large as the number in the 
very much shorter! Gospel of Mark (41). 

In the case of each Gospel a few words are placed in 
brackets () as being less important than the rest, because 
they are mainly or entirely accounted for by the subject- 
matter, and therefore give little or no indication of the 
author's style, although their insertion in the lists was 
required by the rules here adopted.” And there are some 
other entries marked }, on which, for various reasons, but 
little stress can be laid. On the other hand an asterisk * 
is prefixed to the most distinctive and important instances. 

In the columns headed ‘Peculiar’ and ‘Common’ it is 
shown how often each word or phrase occurs respectively 
in those portions of each Gospel which have not, and in 


1 Nestle gives, on the authority of ‘American scholars’, the number 
of words in the Greek N. T. as being in Luke 19,209, in Matthew 18,222, 
in Mark 11,158. Textual Criticism of N. T., p. 48. 

2 No such rules can be quite satisfactory means of excluding all non- 
characteristic, and including all characteristic words. But of course it was 
necessary to adopt rules of some kind (and I think those here employed are 
as fair tests of what is ‘characteristic’ as can be devised), in order that 
the lists may be unaffected by one’s own views or opinions or ‘ personal 
equation’, I see that very similar rules were adopted in Carpenter and 
Harford-Battersby’s Hexateuch (1900) for the purpose of distinguishing words 
and phrases characteristic of the various documentary sources (i. 183 f.). 
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those portions which have, parallels in one or both of the 
other Synoptic Gospels: and in the cases of Matthew and 
Luke, chapters i and ii have been kept separate from the 
other ‘ peculiar’ portions, and placed in a column of their 
own. For some of the results which are thus brought out, 
see pages 9, 14, 24, 26. 


SECTION I 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST. MATTHEW'S GOSPEL 


I propose to take as ‘characteristic’, words or phrases 
which occur at least four times in this Gospel, and which 
either (@) are not found at all in Mark or Luke, or which 
(2) are found in Matthew at least twice as often as in Mark 
and Luke together. 

95 such words and phrases are here collected and tabu- 
lated. On the grounds explained on page 2, 15 of them 
are bracketed, 9 are marked with f, and 14 with *. 

Chapters i and ii, containing 48 verses, have a column 
to themselves. The other passages regarded as ‘ peculiar’ 
to Matthew, because without parallels in Mark or Luke, 
contain about 290 verses, viz. iii. 14, 15; iv. 13 6-16; 
Vv. 7-10; 143 16,175; 19-243 27,28; 31; 33-383 413 43; 
vi. 1-8; 16-18; 34; vii. 6; 126; 15; viii. 17; ix. 134; 
297-333 %.5,6; 85; 165; 233 363 41; xi. 28-30; xii. 5-7; 
17-21; 36, 373 40; xiii, 14@; 24-30; 353; 36-533 xiv. 
28-31; xv.12,13; xvi. 17-19; xvii. 24-27; xviii. 10; 14; 
16-20; 23-35; xix. 10-12; Xx. I-16; xxi. 4, 53 10, 11; 
14-16; 28-32; 43; xxii. 1-14 (?)?; 40; xxiii, 1-3; 5; 
7-10; 15-22; 243 30; 32, 33; xxiv..I7,12; 200; 30a; 
XXV. 1-123 14-30 (?); 31-46; xxvi. 150; 253 503 52-54; 
XXVii. 3-10; 19; 24,253; 363 433 510-53; 62-66; xxviii. 
I-43 9-20. 

1 The doubt only extends to verses I-10, 
B2 
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Other words and phrases, which do not fall under the 
above rules, but nevertheless are to be noted as more or 
less characteristic of St. Matthew’s Gospel, are 8:4 rodro, 
eOvixds, Etaipos, katd = ‘against ’, kdopos, padntevo, padaxia, 
ovK or oddémote dveyvwre; dyAot, Tovnpds (besides the cases 
with the article noticed above), cefw, pnt. And see addi- 
tional note on the fewness of imperfect tenses (p. 51). 


Some Remarks on the above Matthaean Words and 
Phrases. 


A 


Out of the 95 different words and phrases, 25 are found 
once or more in chapters i, ii; 42 of them in Mark and 56 
in Luke; 46 of them in Acts, and 11 in the ‘We’-Sections 
of that book (see pp. 176, 184). 


B 


Chapters i, ii contain 48 of the 1,068! verses of this 
Gospel, i.e. only about one twenty-second part of the 
whole. But they contain considerably more than one- 
ninth of the occurrences of the ‘characteristic’ words and 
phrases, viz. 107 out of go4. This is partly accounted for 
by the use of yevvdw 40 times in the genealogy; but even if 
those 40 items are deducted from both numbers, chapters i, 
ii are found to contain upwards of one-thirteenth of such 
occurrences, viz. 67 out of 864. It appears, then, that these 
‘characteristic’ words and phrases are used considerably 
more freely in these two chapters than in the rest of the 


book. 


1 According to the ordinary numbering 1,071; but the best texts and 
R. V. omit xvii. 21; xviii. 11; xxiii. 13 or 14, thus reducing the number 


to 1,068. 
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Cc 


Taking the whole of the ‘peculiar’ or unparalleled 
matter in this Gospel, including chapters i, ii,! it fills about 
338 out of the 1,068 verses, i. e. less than one-third, which 
would be 356 verses. It thus appears that the occurrences 
of ‘characteristic’ words and phrases are very much more 
abundant in the ‘ peculiar’ than in the ‘ common’ portions 
of the Gospel; for there are 482 of them in the ‘ peculiar’ 
division and only 422 of them in the ‘common’ division, 
while the latter is more than twice as large as the former. 

It should be observed, however, that several of the words 
which do most in producing this predominance (e. g. dodi- 
dwt, yapuos, yervaw, CCdviov, durdw, Tddavrov) are words which 
are required by the subject-matter, and which therefore are 
not important as evidences of style. 


SECTION II 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST. MARK’S GOSPEL 


As this Gospel is shorter than either of the other two 
by more than one-third, the standard for determining what 
words and phrases are ‘characteristic’ of it should be 
different from that which is applied to Matthew and Luke. 
I will therefore take as such the words and phrases which 
occur at least three times in Mark, and which either 
(a) are not found at all-in Matthew or Luke, or (6) occur 
in Mark more often than in Matthew and Luke together. 

Of these, 41? are here collected and tabulated: 2 of them 


1 For the differences both in form and substance between the two 
genealogies are so great that they cannot be regarded as dependent on 
a common source, though they contain many of the same names. 

2 This number would be reduced from 41 to 31 if we took (as in Matthew 
and Luke) only those occurring 4 times and upwards. 
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are bracketed, 5 are marked +, and 7 are marked * (see on 
these marks p. 2 above). 

The parts of the Gospel here regarded as ‘peculiar’, 
because without parallels in Matthew or Luke, amount to 
about 50 verses, viz, 1.1% 493 11, 29% ii, o% 17 Bs 2a, 214 
iv. 26-29; 360; vi. 2003 31; 376; 523 vii. 2-4; 246; 
32-373 Vili. 140; 22-26; ix.153 21; 23,24; 30; 48, 49; 
SOR} ¥. 10; 398 (note); xi, 16; xii, 99, 333 sli. 44.8; 
XIV. 51, 52; 566; 59; xv.83 210; 253 44,45; xvi. 83. 
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There are some other words, &c., which do not quite fall 
under the above rules, yet which deserve consideration as 
being characteristic of Mark, viz. d\Ad, ék (compared with 
dné), émepwrdw, tva! cat where Matthew and Luke have 8¢, 
the historic present in other words besides épyouai (e.g. 
déyw, hépw, cvvdyw, &c.), mwpody, and mépwors. 

The omission of opevouai,2 except in ix. 30 WH (not 
Tisch or R) is remarkable, since it occurs in Matthew 28, 
Luke 50, Acts 37, John 18; also in Appendix to Mark 3, 
and in Pericope de Aduliera 3. Observe also the entire 
omission of xal i3o¥, and, in narrative, of iéov*; and the 
absence of the form éorés and of the word véuos ; also the 
rarity of xadeiv (Matthew 26, Mark 4, Luke 48, but cf. also 
John 2), and of otv (Matthew 56, Mark 4, Luke 81, John 194).* 


Some Remarks on the above Marcan Words and Phrases. 


A 
Out of the 41 different words and phrases, 16 are found 
in the 50 ‘peculiar’ verses, while 25 of them are found in 
Matthew, 22 in Luke, 22 in Acts, and 7 in the ‘We’- 
Sections of that book (see pp. 176, 184). 


B 
The 50 verses which have been regarded as ‘ peculiar” 
to this Gospel constitute nearly one-thirteenth of the 661° 
verses contained in the whole Gospel (excluding the’ 
Appendix, xvi. 9-20). But they contain nearly one-tenth 


1 The numbers in the historical books are Mt 41, Mk 65, Lk 45, Acts 
15, John 145. It must be remembered always, in estimating the significance 
of such numbers, that Mk is less than two-thirds of the length of Mt or Lk. 
Bearing this in mind, we may notice that #ptaro, f#ptavro are found in Mt 9 
times, Mk 25, Lk 19, Acts 5, Jn 1. 

? The simple verb is not used; but on the other hand we have seen 
above that eioropevopar and éxmopevoua are more or less characteristic of Mark, 
and he uses also mapa-, mpoo-, ovv-, and probably diamopedopar. 

3 On idov see J. H. Moulton, Gram. of N. T. Greek, i. 11. 

4 See Abbott, Joh. Gram., 2191, and Joh. Voc., 1885 d. 

5 According to the usual numbering 666; but the best texts and R. V. 
omit vii. 16; ix. 44, 46; xi. 26; xv. 28, thus reducing the number to 66:1. 
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of the occurrences of the characteristic words and phrases, 
viz. 37 out of 357. So those words and phrases are rather 
more frequent in the ‘ peculiar’ than in the ‘ common’ 
parts of the Gospel. 

For further discussion of the language of this Gospel, 
see below, Part III, especially pp. 143 ff. on the uses of the 
historic present and kat. 


SECTION III 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST, LUKE’S GOSPEL 


Here, as in the case of Matthew, I take as ‘characteristic’ 
the words and phrases which occur at least four times in 
this Gospel, and which either (a) are not found at all in 
Matthew or Mark, or (6) are found in Luke at least twice 
as often as in Matthew and Mark together. 

Of these 151 will be found here: 8 of them are bracketed, 
11 are marked f, and 21 are marked *, for the reasons given 
on p. 2. 

Chapters i and ii, containing 132 verses, are placed in 
a column by themselves. The other portions of the Gospel 
which are here regarded as ‘peculiar’, because without 
parallels in Matthew or Mark, amount to about 367 verses, 
viz. iii. 10-14; 23-38; iv. 16-30 (?); v. I-11(?); vi. 24-26; vii. 
11-17; 36-50 (?); viii. 1-3 ; ix. 31; 51-56; 61,62; x.1; 
17-20; 28-42; xi. 5-8; 12; 27,28; 37, 38; xii, 13-21; 
47-59; 57; xiii. 1-17 ; 31-33; xiv. 1-14; 15-24 (?); 28-33; 
XV. 6-32; xvi. I-12; 14,15; 19-31; xvil. 7-19 ; 28, 29; 
32; xviii. I-14; xix. 1-10; 11-27 (?); 39-44; xxi. 234, 
24; 28; xxii. 15; 27-323; 35-38; 51; 534; xxiii. 7-12; 
27-31; 39-43; 46; xxiv. 13-53.1 (See also pp. 194 ff. on 
some smaller Lucan additions not included here.) 


1 xii. 54, 55 and xx. 18 have to be added (bringing up the number of verses 
to 370), if the parallels to them in Mt xvi. 2, 3 and xxi. 44 are rejected from 
the text. Perhaps, indeed, the former passage should be added in any case. 
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And, besides the instances which will be found entered 
in two subsidiary lists in an Appendix (pp. 27, 28), there 
are some other words and phrases which, though not quite 
falling under the above rules, are to be observed as more 
or less characteristic of Luke, viz. dxodw with rdv Adyon, 
ddnOds with A€yo tpiv, dyuaptwrds, avd’ dv, daas (but the 
readings are often uncertain), de?, 64 7d with infinitive, 
éyyi€m (especially in narrative), éfijs, at epyyor, ebdoyew, Hv 
and jjcav with participles, Oeds,! xade€ijs, xabes, kat ydp, 
KaTéxw, peravowa, movoyerns (always with datives), ddvvdoua., 
oikos (as against olkta), mpooexere Eavrois, meta, cvvyxaipa, 
tytatvw, pdBos. 

Observe also the extreme rarity of the historic present in 
the narrative (only in vii. 40 ; viii. 49; xi. 37,45; xxiv. 12 (?), 
36 (?), in contrast with Matthew 78, Mark 151)?; the rarity 
of dujv (Matthew 31, Mark 18, Luke 6), and of addw 
(Matthew 17, Mark 28, Luke 8), and of indy (Matthew 19, 
Mark 16, Luke 5; see Abbott, Fok. Voc. 1653 f.); the 
absence of faBBel (Matthew 4, Mark 8, John 8 only). 


Some Remarks on the above Lucan Words and Phrases. 


A 
Of the 151 different words and phrases, no less than 77, 
being more than half of them, occur once or more in 
chapters i, ii; g1 of them are found in Matthew and 69 of 
them in Mark; and there are no less than 115 of them 
in Acts, and 45 in the brief ‘We’-Sections of that book 
(see pp. 176, 184). 
B 
44 of them are absent from chapters i, ii; only 15 of 
them are absent from the ‘other peculiar’ portions (see 
below), and only 6 of them from the whole of the ‘ peculiar’ 


1 There are some uncertainties as to readings, but the numbers in the 
historical books are approximately Matthew 52, Mark 47, Luke 122, Acts 
162, John 77. (Only the references to the One God are included.) 

2 See more on this below, pp. 149 ff. 
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portions including chapters i, ii; and only 12 of them from 
the ‘common’ portions. 


Cc 
The number of verses in Luke i, ii is 132, being rather 
more than one-ninth of the 1,149! verses into which the 
Gospel is divided. But they contain 212, i.e. almost exactly 
one-seventh, of the occurrences of the ‘characteristic’ 
words and phrases. So we find here (as in the case of 
Matthew, but not to so large an extent) that such ex- 
pressions are used more abundantly in the first two chapters 

than in the rest of the Gospel. 


D 

In the other 22 chapters there are 367 verses which have 
here been classed as ‘ peculiar’ to Luke, as being apparently 
drawn from sources not used by Matthew or Mark. When 
the 132 verses of chapters i, ii are added to these, we have 
altogether 499 ‘peculiar’ verses against 650 ‘common’ 
verses in this Gospel. That is to say, the peculiar portions 
constitute very little more than three-sevenths of the whole 
1,149 verses. But they are found to contain 777, or more 
than half of the 1,483 occurrences of the 140 ‘ characteristic’ 
words and phrases, which are thus seen to be scattered 
considerably more thickly over the ‘ peculiar’ than the 
‘common’ portions. : 

And here we find, to a much larger extent than we 
found in the case of Matthew, that the ‘ characteristic’ 
expressions which thus predominate are on the whole” 
such as are indications of the author’s style, not being 
merely words required or suggested by the subject-matter : 
see e.g. eyévero kai; Kal adrds; Kvpios; duolws; ris with 
nouns; rod before infinitives ; @s = when.® 


1 According to the ordinary numbering 1,151; but the best texts and 
R. V. omit xvii. 36 and xxiii. 17, bringing down the number to 1,149. 

2 Not exclusively, for éca and pva are exceptions. 

3 See also éros, edppaivw, xoirdla, mipwAnmt, TAovatos, pidos. 
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SECTION IV 


GENERAL REMARKS ON THE WORDS AND PHRASES 
CHARACTERISTIC OF THE THREE SYNOPTIC GOSPELS 


A 

The chief result of an examination of the above lists 
is a very strong impression that the compilers (or at any 
rate Matthew and Luke, for probably Mark is mainly 
a source) dealt very freely with the sources which they 
used. Toa large extent they clothed the narratives, and 
to some extent they clothed the sayings,’ which they 
derived from those sources, in their own favourite language. 

Therefore it is less surprising to me than it would other- 
wise be to fail, as after a careful search I have failed, to find 
any expressions which can be certainly set down as charac- 
teristic of any source (whether Logian, Marcan, or specially 
Lucan). See also p. 113 below. 


B 

The following is a comparative summary of results as to 
the distribution of the characteristic words and phrases :— 

1. In Matthew, they are scattered more than twice as 
thickly over the peculiar portions (including chapters i-ii) 
as they are over the common portions.? 

2. In Mark, they are rather more thickly scattered over 
the small peculiar portions than they are over the large 
common portions. 

3. In Luke, they are scattered slightly more than half 
as thickly again (but very much less than twice as thickly) 
over the peculiar portions as they are over the common 
portions. 


1 On the far greater frequency of verbal coincidences in the recitative 
than in the narrative portions of the Gospels, see Westcott, Introduction 
to Study of Gospels, pp. 198-200 (8th ed. 1895). 

2 But this is largely caused by the special subject-matter of some of 
the parables, and by yevvdw: therefore 15 of the Matthaean words are 


bracketed, as comparatively unimportant, against 2 of the Marcan and 8 of 
the Lucan ones. 
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APPENDIX II TO PART I 


I ner give the references to the occurrences of those of the 
‘characteristic words and phrases’ on pp. 4-21, which do not 
stand consecutively in‘a Concordance, and which therefore cannot 
be quite easily traced there. 


I. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. MATTHEW’S GOSPEL 


Baortela Tay odpavar. 

Mt iii. 2; iv.17; v.3, 10,19 425,20; vii. 213 vill, 113 X.7; Xi. 11, 
123 Xili. IT, 24, 31, 33) 44, 45) 47, 523 Xvi. 19; Xvili. 1, 3, 
4, 235 XIX. 12, 14, 233 XX.13; Xxii. 2; Xxiil, 14; XXv. I. 

Compare Bactheia rod Ocod, or Ocot, Mt 4, Mk 14, Lk 32, Acts 
6, Paul 8, Jn 2, Rev1. See Allen, Zntr. to Matz., \vi and 
Ixxi. 

See additional note, p. 52, on the use of odpavds and otparoi, 


yern bij Tw. 
Mt vi. 10; viii. 13*; ix. 29*; xv. 28*; xxvi. 42. 
Acts i. 20 (LXX). 
Rom xi. 9 (LXX). 
* These three times with reference to miracles of healing. 


eyepOets. 
Mti. 24; ii. 13, 14, 20, 21; viii. 26; ix. 7, 19 (also6 in TRWH 
mg). 
Lk xi. 8. 


Jn xxi, 8 of the risen Christ. 
Rom vi. 9; vii. 4 (ere); viii. 34; 2 Cor v. 15 (-vm): all of the 
risen Christ. 
Compare the Lucan dvacrds. 


eis = tg (or our indefinite article). 
Mt viii. 19; xvii. 24 (?); xxi.1g; xxvi. 69, (Perhaps also ix, 18, 
which, if eis is the right reading, would correspond to els rap 
in Mk v, 22 as xxvi. 69 does to pia rév in Mk xiv. 66.) 
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Rev viii. 13; ix. 13; xviii. 21; xix. 17. 
See IH8 (under headings 3 and 4) in BDB Heb. Lex.; also 
Blass, Gram., p. 144; J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 96 f. 
Compare the use of eis mus in Mk xiv. 47 (?), Lk xxii. g0, 
Jn xi. 47, and dv0 revds in Lk vii. 18. 


EppeOn. 
Mt v. 21, 24, 31, 33, 38, 43- 
Rom ix, 12, 26 (LXX). (Also éeppé6naav in Gal iii. 16.) 
Rev vi. 115 ix. 4. 
hpepa Kpicews. 
Mt x. 15; xi. 22, 243 xii. 36. 
2 Pet ii. 9; iii. 73 1 Jniv. 17. 
See also xpiats. 


idou after genitive absolute. 
Mt i. 20; ii. 1, 13, 19; ix. 10 [WH kai Sod, Tisch with SD latt 
&c, Sov] 18, 32; xii. 46; xvii. 5; xxvi. 47; xxviii. 11. 
Lk xxii. 47. 
Aeydpevos, used with names. 
Mt i, 16; ii. 23; iv. 18; ix. 9; x. 2; xxvl. 3, 14, 36; xxvii. 16, 
17, 22, 33 des, 
Mk xv. 7. 
Lk xxii. 1, 47. 
Acts iii, 23; vi. 9. 
Jn iv. 5, 25; ix. 11; xi. 16, 543 xix, 13, 173 xxi. 2. 
bcos av Or éay, 
Mt vii. 123 xviii. 18 d7s 5 xxi. 22; xxii. 9 5 xxill. 3. 
Mk iii. 28; vi. 56. 
Lk ix. 5. 
Acts ii. 393 iii. 22. 
Jn xi. 22. 
Rev iii, 19; xiil. 15. 
Nathp hpav, Guadv, cou, abtov. 
Mt v. 16, 45, 48; vi. 1, 4, 6 575, 8, 9 (juav here only), 14, 15, 
18 b7s, 26, 323 vii. 11; x. 20, 29; xiii, 435 xxiii. 9. 
Mk xi. 25 (on this case as unique in Mk, see Abbott, Joh. Vocad., 
§§ 1697, 1711 2). 
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Lk vi. 363 xii. 30, 32. 

Romi. 7; 1 Cori. 3; 2 Cori. 2; Gali. 4; Eph i. 2; Phili. 2; 
iv. 20; Coli. 2; 1 Thesi. 3; iii. 11, 13; 2 Thesi. 2; ii, 16; 
Philem 3. (Always jv in Paul.) 

Jn xx. 14. 

Narhp 6 év (rots) odpavois. 

Mt v. 16, 45; vi. 1, 9; vii. 11, 213 X. 32, 333 Xii. 503 XVI. 175 
xviii. 10, 14, I9. 

Mk xi. 25. 

Nathp 6 odpdnos. 
Mt v. 48; vi. 14, 26, 325 xv.133 xviii. 355 xxiii. 9. 
(otpdmos besides in N. T. only Lk 1(?), Acts 1.) 
Altogether Iarjp is used of God in the Synoptic Gospels 
Mt 45, Mk 5, Lk 17. (See Dalman, Words of Jesus, E. T., 
pp. 184 ff.) 


a\npdu, of Scriptures being fulfilled. 
Mt i. 225 ii. 15,17, 233 iv. 14; vill. 175 xii173 xiii, 355 xxi. 4; 
XXVi. 54,563 xxvii. g. 
Mk xiv. 49 (parallel to Mt xxvi. 56). 
Lk iv. 213; xxiv. 44. 
Acts i. 16; iii. 18 5 xiii. 27. 
Jn xii. 38; xiii. 18; xv. 28; xvii. 125 xix. 24, 36. 
Jam ii. 23. 


movnpds, 6; tovnpor, TO, of the evil one, or evil. 
Mt v. 37*, 39*35 vi. 13%; xiii. 19, 38°- 
Rom xii. 9; Eph vi. 16*; 2 Thes iii. 3*. 
Jn xvii. 15*. 
1 Jn ii. 13, 143 iii, r2*; v. 18, 19”. 

* In these cases the word may be either masculine or neuter. 

Lk vi. 45 ; 1 Corv. 13 refer to men, so are not included here : 
see however the former passage. 

(We have now seen that the parts of the Lord’s Prayer which 
are peculiar to Mt contain three expressions which are 
‘characteristic’ of him, viz. yern@jrw, Harhp 6 ev rois obpavois 
and this one.) 


ampés Té with infinitive. 


Mt v. 28; vi. 1; xiii, 303 xxiil. 5 5 xxvi. 12. 
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Mk xiii. 22. 
Lk xviii. 1. 
Acts ili, 19. 
2 Cor iii. 13 ; Eph vi. 11; 1 Thesii.g; 2 Thes iii. 8. 
(cis ré with infinitive occurs Mt 8, Mk 1, Lk 1, viz. Mt xx. 19; 
XXxvi. 25 xxvii. 31; Mk xiv. 55; Lk v.17; also Acts 1, viz. 
vil. 19 ; and frequently in the Pauline and other Epistles.) 


pn Gev, and once fnbeis. 

Mt i. 225 fi, 1%, 1%, 23: ili. 3 (énOeis); iv. 143 viii, 175 xii. 175 
Xill. 353 XXi. 43 xxii. 31; xxiv. 18; xxvii. 9. 
Cf. rd etpnyévov Lk 1, Acts 2, Paul 1 only. 
cxavSadiLopar év. 
Mt xi. 6; xiii. 57; xxvi. 31, 33. 
Mk vi. 3. 
Lk vii. 23. 
oupBoddrroy hap Bdve. 


Mt xii. 14; xxii. 15; xxvii. 1, 7; xxviii. 12. 


ouppeper. 
Mt v. 29, 303 xviii. 6 ; xix. ro. 
1 Cor vi. 12; x. 235 2 Cor viii. ro. 
Jn xi. 50; xvi. 75 xviii. 14. 
The participle is used in the same sense in Acts xx. 20; 1 Cor 
xii. 7; 2 Cor xii. 1; Heb xii. 10. 


tl got, OF bpiv, Soxet ; 
Mt xvii. 25*; xviii. 12*; xxi. 28* 5 xxii. 17, 42* 5; xxvi. 66. 
Jn xi. 56. 
* These four in sayings of Jesus. 
Compare also ris... Soxet got xr. in Lk x. 36. 


tupdds used metaphorically. 
Mt xv. 144 [in Tisch and WH mg és]; xviii. 16, 17, 19, 24, 26. 
Rom ii. 19. 
Jn ix. 39, 40, 41. 
2 Peti.g; Rev iii. 17. 
Mt xv. 14 4 (ds) and Lk vi. 39 zs are not included, because 
they form part of the material of a‘ parable’, and thus are 
used in the literal sense. 
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daivopar. 
Mt i. 20; ii. 7, 13,195 vi. 5, 16, 18; ix. 33; xiii, 26; xxiii, 27, 
28 5 XXiv. 27, 30. 
Mk xiv. 64. (Also in Appendix, xvi. 9.) 
Lk ix. 8; xxiv. 11. 
Rom vii. 13 ; 2 Cor xiii. 7; Phil ii. 15. 
Heb xi. 3; Jam iv. 14; 1 Pet iv. 18. 
The active ¢aivw is used Jn 2, 2 Pet1,1 Jn1, Rev 4. See 
Thayer's Lex., s.v. 


Gpa with ékeivy, in narrative. 
Mt viii. 13*; ix. 22*; xv. 28"; xvii. 18*; xviii. 1; XXvi. 55. 
Lk vii. 21. 
Acts xvi. 33. 
Jn iv. 533 xix. 27. 
Elsewhere only in discourses Mt x. 19 ; xxiv. 36; Mk xiii. 11, 
32; and in Rev xi. 13. 
* In these 4 cases used of instantaneous cures: cf. also 
Jn iv. 53. 


II. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. MARK’S GOSPEL. 


épxetar, Epxovtat, historic presents. 


Mt xxvi. 36, 40, 45. 

Mk i. 40; ii. 3, 185 ili, 20, 313 v.15, 22, 35, 383 vi. 1, 483 vili. 
225 X. 1, 46; xi. 15, 27 des; xii. 18; xiv. 17, 32, 37, 41, 66; 
Xvi. 2. 

Lk viii. 49. 

Jn iv. 5,7; vii 5 (2); xi. 20(?), 38; xii. 12 (?), 22 des; xiii, 65 xviii. 
35 XX. I, 2, 6, 18, 263 xxi. 13. 

In LXX (B-text) only 27 times, of which 26 are in Kingdoms 
and 18 of these in 1 Ki. 


6 éorw, without a participle. 


Mk iii. 17 5 vil. 11, 345 xii. 42; xv. 16, 42. 
Col i. 24 (?). 
Heb vii. 2 ; Rev xxi. 17 (?). 
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oikia and ofkos without mention of owner. 
Mt ix. 28; xiii. 1, 36; xvii. 25. 
Mk ii. 1; iti. 203; vii. 17,245 ix. 28,335 x. 10. 


dray with indicative. 
Mk iii. 11; xi. 19, 25. 
Rev iv. 9; viii. 1. 
WH mg and Tisch also have the indic. future after érav in 
LK xiii. 28. 
Compare émov dy with indic. in Mk vi. 56 and perhaps in 
Rev xiv. 4. 


ér. = ti interrogative (why ?). 
Mk ii. 16 (but the reading and the interrogative sense are not 
beyond doubt) ; ix. 11, 28. 
See Thayer's Lex., s.v. doris (4); Abbott, Corr. of Mark, 
§ 3572; Moulton’s Winer, p. 208 note. 


waptornpe, intransitive. 

Mk iv. 29 ; xiv. 47, 69, 70; xv. 35 (?), 39. 
Lk i. 19 ; xix. 24. 
Acts i. 10; iv. 10, 26 (LXX) ; ix. 39; xxiii. 2, 4; xxvii. 23, 24. 
Rom xiv. 10; xvi. 2; 2 Tim iv. 17. 
Jn xviii. 22; xix. 26. 

todd, adverbial. 
Mk i. 45; iil. 12; v. 10, 23, 38, 433 Vi. 20; ix. 26; xv. 3. 
Rom xvi. 6, 12 ; 1 Cor xvi. 12, 19. 
Jam iii. 2. 

In all other cases woAAd is more probably an accusative. 


III. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL. 


av with optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Lk i. 62; vi. 11; ix. 46; xv. 26. 
Acts v. 243 viii. 31; x. 17; Xvii. 18; xXxvi. 29. 


dvacTds, dvacTavTEs. 
Mt ix. g; xxvi. 62. 
Mk i. 35; ii. 14; vii. 243 x. 13 xiv. 57,60. (Also in Appendix, 
xvi. 9.) 
D2 
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Lk i. 39; iv. 29, 38, 393 v.25, 28; vi. 8; xi. 7, 8; xv. 18, 20; 
xvii. 19; xxii. 45, 46; xxiii. 1; xxiv. 33. (Also in the very 
doubtful verse, xxiv. 12.) 

Acts i. 18; v. 6, 17, 343 Vili. 27; ix. 18, 39; x. 13, 20, 23; Xi. 
4, 283 xiii. 16; xiv. 203; xv. 7; xxil. 10, 163 xxiii. 9, 

dvOpwre. 

Lk v. 20; xii. 14; xxii. 58, 60. 

Rom ii. 1, 35 ix. 20. 

Jam ii. 20. 

In Paul and James with, in Luke without, a. 
Also in the addition to Lk vi. 5 in Codex D. 


amd Tod viv. 
Lk i. 48; v. 10; xii. 52; xxii. 18, 69. 
Acts xviil. 6. 


2 Cor v. 16. 
(Also in Pericope de Adultera, Jn viii. 11.) 
&pxovtes, of the Jews. 
Lk xiv. 1; xxiii. 13, 353 Xxiv. 20. 
Acts ili. 173 iv. 5, 8, 263 xili. 27. 
Jn vii. 26, 48; xii. 42. (Cf. also iii. 1.) 
And it is Lk only (xviii. 18) who speaks of the rich (in Mt 
young) man as dpyo». 
yeyovds, Td. 
Mk v. 14 (= Lk viii. 34). 
Lk ii. 15 (with pijya); viii. 34, 35, 36. (xxiv. 12 is not reckoned.) 
Acts iv. 213 v. 75 xiii. 12. 
yivopat with éwt and accusative. 
Mt xxvii. 45. 
Mk xiv. 33. 
Lk i. 65*; iii. 23 iv. 25, 36+; xxiii. 44 (the parallel to Mt and 
Mk) ; xxiv. 22. 
Acts iv. 223 v. 5%, 11"5 X. 10; XXl. 35. 
* dBos eyévero (cf. also Acts ii. 43). + OdpBos eyévero. 
Acts iv. 5 and xix. ro, referring to time, are not included 
here ; see p. 187. 
yivona emt is followed by a genitive in Lk xxii. 40; Jn vi. 21; 
Rev xvi. 18 (Acts xi. 28 is not in point). 
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Se Kat, 

Mt x. 30; xviii. 17; xxv. 24. (xxiv. 49 is not reckoned.) 

Mk xiv. 31 (?); xv. 4o. 

Lk ii. 4; iii. 9, 12; iv. 413 v.10, 36; vi. 393 ix. 61; x. 325 Xi 
18; xii. 54,573 Xiv. 12; xvi. 1, 22; xviii.g; xix. 195 Xx. II, 
12, 31; xxi. 163 xxii. 245 xxiil. 32, 35, 38. 

Acts ii. 26; v. 16; xiii. 6; xix. 315 xxi. 163 xxii. 285 xxiv. 9. 

Rom viii. 26; 1 Cor i. 163 iv. 73 vii. 3, 4, 283 xiv. 153 xv. 15 (?); 
2 Cor iv. 3; v. 113 vi. 1; vill. 12; xi. 6; Eph v. 113; Phil iii. 
18; iv. 15; 1 Timv. 13, 24; 2 Timii. 8; Titiii. 14; Philem 
Q, 22. 

Jn ii. 25 iii, 2353 xv. 245 xviii. 2, 55 xix. 19, 393; XXi. 25. 

Jam ii. 2, 25; 2 Peti.1g; ii. 1; Jude 14. 

These references can only be verified in Bruder, for Moulton 
and Geden’s Concordance omits both 8¢ and kai. 


SofdLw tov Ocdy. 

Mt ix. 8; xv. 31 adding "Iopand. (Cf. also v. 16.) 

Mk ii. 12. 

Lk ii, 20; v. 25, 26 (the parallel to Mt and Mk); vii. 16; xiii. 13; 
Xvil. 15 5 Xvili. 43; xxiii. 47. 

Acts iv. 213; xi. 18; xxi. 20. (Cf. also xiii. 48.) 

Rom i. 21; xv. 6,93 1 Cor vi. 20; 2 Cor ix 13; Gal. i. 24. 

Jn xiii, 31; xxi. 19. (Cf. also xiv. 13; xv. 8; xvii. 1, 4.) 

eyévero, followed by ai. 

Mt ix. 10. 

Lk v. 1, 12,173 viii. 1, 223 ix. p13 xiv. 13; xvii. 11; xix. 15; 
XXiv. 4, 15. 

Acts v. 7 (?). 

éyévero, followed by finite verb. 

Mt vii. 28; xi. 1; xiii, 53; xix. 15 xxvi. 1. (In all 5 cases with 
dre érédeoev, after discourses of Jesus.) 

Mki. 9; iv. 4. 

Lk i. 8, 23, 41, 593 ii. 1, 6, 15, 46; vii. 11; ix. 18, 28, 33, 37; 
xi. 1, 14, 273 XVii. 145 Xvili, 355 xix. 29; XX. 15 XXiv. 
39; 5I- 

éyéveto, followed by infinitive. 
Mk ii. 23. (Cf. also yiverar, Mk ii, 15.) 
Lk iii. 21; vi. 1, 6, 123 xvi. 22. 
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Acts iv. 53 ix. 3,32, 37, 433 xi. 26; xiv. 1; xvi. 16; xix.1; xxi. 
1,53 xxii. 6,175 xxvii. 443 Xxvili. 8, 17. 
The total occurrences of éyévero in the historical books are 
Mt 18, Mk 16, Lk 71, Acts 52 (besides éyivero 2), Jn 17. 
We find éyévero 8¢ Lk 17, Acts 21 only. Cf. Plummer’s note 
in Int. Crit. Commentary on Luke, p. 45; and Dalman’s 
Words of Jesus, E. T., p. 32; and J. H. Moulton, Gram. of 
NV. T., i. 16, 70. 
ei Se pryye. 
Mt vi. 1; ix. 17. 
Lk v. 36, 37; x. 63 xiii. g; xix. 32. 
2 Cor xi. 16. 
ei 5é py occurs Mk 2, Jn 2, Rev 2. 


ein, optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Lk i. 29; iii. 155 vill. g; ix. 46*: xv. 26*; xviii. 36; xxii. 23. 
Acts viii. 20; x. 17*; xx. 163 xxi. 33. 
* With dv; see p. 35. 


eipi, &c., with dative. 

Mt xii. 455 xvi. 225 xix. 27. 

Mk xi. 23, 24. 

Lk i. 14; li. 7, 103 vi. 32, 33, [34]5 vii. 41; vill, 30, 42; ix. 13, 
38; x. 393 xii. 20, 24; xiv. Io. 

Acts iv. 323 vil. 5, 44; villi. 21; x.65; xviii, 10; XXi.g; XXiVv. 
To(?), rr5 xxv. 16, 

Rom ix. 2, 9; 1 Cor ix. 16. 

Jn xviii. 10; xix 4o. 

Jam iv. 17; Rev xxi. 7 dzs. 

In this case the classification of instances is uncertain and 
unsatisfactory, because of the difficulty of determining 
whether the dative is governed by the verb or by the 
accompanying noun. Therefore such passages as Lk i. 45; 
Acts ii. 39; xxii. 15; Romii.14; 1 Cori. 183 ii. 143 
xi. 14,15; 2 Corix.13; Phil i. 28; iii. 7 are omitted here, 
though suggested by Bruder, pp. 244-260. But it is 
clear that this use of the verb substantive is characteristic 
of Luke and Acts. 

As is often the case with Lucan characteristics, it is frequent 
in LXX; see, e.g., qv and joay in Gen xi. 34; xii. 203 
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XL. 63 Xvi. 13 xxiii, 20; xxiv. 29, 36; xxv. 24; xxix. 
16; xxxvili. 27; xxxix. 4, 5,6; xl. 5; xlvii. 26. 


eivat, after preposition and article. 


Lk ii. 4,6; v.12; ix. 183 xi z, 85 xix. 11. 
Acts xviii. 3; xix. 1; xxvii. 4. 
Rom i, 20; iii, 26; iv. rr, 163 viii, 29; xv. 16; 1 Corx. 6; 
Ephi. 12; Phili. 23. (In Paul always eis 7d.) 
Jn xvii. 5. 
Jam i. 18. 
elev TapaBodny. 
Mk xii. r2. 
Lk vi. 39; xii. 16; xv. 3; xvili.g; xix. 11; xx. 19; xxi. 20, 


ettrev Sé, etrrav B€, 


[Mt xii. 47 is excluded, being placed in margin by WH and 
bracketed by Tisch. ] 

Lk i. 13, 34, 383 iv. 3, 243 vi. 8, 9, 39; vii. 48, 505 viii. 25; ix. 
9, 13, 14, 20, 50, 59, 60, 61, 62; x. 18, 28; xi, 2, 393 xii. 13, 
15, 16, 20, 22, 413 Xiil. 7,233 XV. 3, II, 21,223 xvi. 3, 25, 27, 
31; xvii. 1, 6,223 xviii. 6, 9, 19, 26, 28; xix. 9,19; Xx. 13, 
413 xxii. 36, 52, 60, 67, 70; xxiv. 17, 44. 

Acts iii, 6; v. 33 vii. 1, 33; vili.295 ix. 5,153 x. 4; xi123 xii. 
8; xviii. 9; xix. 43 XXi. 393 Xxill. 20; xxv. 10. (Cf. also efrov 
dé, xi. 85 XXii. To.) 

Jn xii. 6. (Also in Pertcope de Adullera, viii. 11.) 

See some remarks on this usage in Lake, Zhe Resurrection, &c., 
p. 108. 
é\dxvorov, neuter without noun. 
Lk xii. 26; xiv. 10 des; xix. 17. 
1 Cor iv. 3. 
éXeyev B€, Edeyor Be. 

Mt xxvi. 5. 

Mk vii. 20. 

Lk v. 96%; ix. e393 X. os Xi. ga*; mill, OF xiv. 7, 725 KVL. 1* 5 
xviii. I. 

Jn vi. 715 X. 20. 

* 8€ Kal. 
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év pud tay, 
Lk v. 12, 17%; viii. 22*5 xiii, 10; xx. 1*. 
* ey ma Tov qyepav. 
év Tals Hpepars TavTats. 

Lk i. 39; vi. 12; xxiii. 7; xxiv. 18. (Cf. also i. 24 perd.) 

Acts i. 15; vi. 13 Xi. 27, 

(ev rais yp. éxetvars is more usual, viz. Mt 8, Mk 4, Lk 5, Acts 8, 
Rev 1; but of these 16 only 7 are in narrative, viz. 
Mt iii. 1; Mk i. 9; viii 1; Lk ii. 1; iv. 2; ix. 36; 
Acts ix. 37.) 

év 76, with infinitive. 

Mt xiii. 4, 25 5 xxvii. 12. 

Mk iv. 4; vi. 48. 

Lk i. 8, 21; ii. 6, 27, 43; iii, 215 v.1, 125 villi. 5, 40,42; ix. 18, 
29, 33) 34, 36, 513 X- 35,385 xi. 1, 27, 37; xii 155 xiv. 1; 
xvii. 11, 14; xviii. 35; xix. 153 XXiv. 4, 15, 30, 51. 

Acts li. 1; ili, 26; iv. 305 viii. 6; ix. 33 xi 15; xix. 1. 

Rom iii. 4 (LXX); xv. 13; 1 Cor xi. 213; Gal iv. 18. 

Heb ii. 8; iii. 12, 155 viii. 13. 

For ev r@ in LXX see Hatch and Redpath’s Concordance, s.v. 
ev; and for statistics of the ‘articular infinitive’ in the 
N. T. generally, J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 216. 


efepxonar did. 

Mt xii. 43; xv. 22(?); xvii. 18; xxiv. 1, 24. 
Mk xi. 12. 
Lk iv. 35 dzs, 41; v. 8; viii. 2, 29, 33, 35, 38, 46; ix. 5; xi. 243 

Xvii. 29. 
Acts xvi. 18, 40; xxviii. 3. 
1 Cor xiv. 36; Phil iv. 15. 
Jn xiii. 3; xvi. 30. 
Rev xix. 5. 

Cf. e&épyopar ee Mt 5,Mk10, Lk O, Acts 4, Paul 2, Jn 5, 
Heb 2, Jam 1, r Jn 1, Rev 8. 


éx, with infinitive. ~ 
Mt xviii, 25. 
Lk vii. 40, 425 xii. 4, 50; xiv. 14. 
Acts iv. 14; xxiii. 17, 18, 19; xxv. 263 xxvii. 19. 
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Eph iv. 28; Tit ii. 8. 
Jn viii. 26; xvi. 12. (Also Pertcope de Adullera, viii. 6 (?).) 
Heb vi. 13. (See also 1 Pet iv. ¢ in Tisch, &c.) 
Oaupdtw eri. 
Lk il. 33; iv. 225 ix. 433 xx. 26, 
Acts iii. 12. 
Cf, exOavpdtw emi, Mk xii, 17. 
Ocpamedw ame. 
Lk v. 153 vi. 18 (?)3 vii, 215 viii. 2. 
In vi. 18 dé may perhaps depend on evoyAovpevor. viii. 43 


is not a parallel case. The phrase is only found once in 
LXxX. 


iSod ydp. 

Lk i. 44, 483 il. 103 vi. 23; xvii, 27. 
Acts ix. 11. 
2 Cor vii. 11. 

xa” *pépav, 
Mt xxvi. 55. ap 
Mk xiv. 49. 
Lk ix. 23; xi. 3; xvi 19; xix. 473 xxii. 53. 
Acts ii. 46, 47; iii. 2; xvi. 5; xvii. 11; xix.9. (Cf. also xvii. 17 

Kata macav jpepay.) 

1 Cor xv. 31; 2 Cor xi. 28. 
Heb vii, 27; x. 11. (Cf. also iii. 8, 13.) 


kai, in apodosis. 

Lk ii. 215 vii. 125 xi. 34 d2s (?). (Cf. also xiii. 25.) 

Acts i. 10, 

2 Cor ii. 2. 

Jam iv. 15; Rev xiv. 10 (?). 

For other cases in Luke, see under éyéveto followed by kat. 
kat adtds, &c. (nominatives). 

Mt xx. 10; xxi. 27; xxv. 443 xxvii. 57. 

Mk iv. 38; vi. 47; vill. 293 xiv. 153 xv. 43. 

Lk i. 17*, 22*, 36; ii. 28*, 37, 50; iii, 23%; iv. 15*; v. 1%, 
14*, 17*, 373 vi. 20%; vil. 12; viii. 1*, 22, 423 ix. 36, 51%; xi. 
46; xiv. 1, 12; xv. 14*; xvi. 24*, 28; xvii. 11, 13*, 165 xviii. 
a4: xix. 2 du*, go) xxii. 29,40; xxiv. 14a", [15], 25, 28, 31, 
35; 52. 
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Acts vill. 13; XV. 325; Xxi. 243 xxii, 20; xxiv. 15, 16; xxv. 22; 
XXvii. 36. 

Rom viii. 23 des; xi. 31; xv. 14 d¢s; Gal ii. 17; Eph iv. 113 
Phil ii. 24; Coli. 17, 18; 1 Thesii. 14; 2 Tim ii, 10. 

Jn iv. 12, 45; vil. 10; xvii. 8, 19, 213 xviii. 28. 

Hebi. 53 ti. 14; iv. 10; v.23; viii. 10; xi. x1 (?); xiii. 3; Jam 
ii. 6; 1 Peti.1g; ii. 5; 1 Jnii. 2, 6; iv. 13, 19; Rev iii. 20; 
Vi. IT; Xi, 13 Xiv. 10,173; Xvii. 113 xviii, 63; xix. 15 dzs3 
XX. 3, 7. 

It is the use of kai avrés where no special emphasis is intended 
that is specially characteristic of Lk. Instances of this may, 
I think, be seen in the passages marked * above; but it is 
sometimes difficult to decide which cases should be dis- 
tinguished as emphatic and unemphatic. In the other 
historical books the only case that can be decidedly called 
unemphatic is Mk viii. 29. And it is remarkable that there 
are no such cases in Acts. 

The preponderance in Lk of the nominatives atrés, &c., without 
cai is perhaps too slight to be significant; the numbers in 
the historical books are Mt 17, Mk 11, Lk 28, Acts 19, 
Jn 16. 

kat ovtos, &c. (nominatives), 

Mk iv. 16. 

Lk i. 36; ii. 125 viii. 13 (?), 41 (?); xvi. 13; xx. 285 xxii. 56, 59. 

Acts xvil. 7. 

Rom xi. 31; 1 Tim iii. ro. 

Jn xvii. 25. 

Heb xi. 39; 1 Jniv. 3. 

Cf, also kai rovro in Rom xiii. 11; 1 Cor_vi. 6, 8; Eph ii. 8; 
Phil i. 28; 3 Jn 5, and cai radra in Heb xi, 12. 


kahoUpevos, with names or appellations. 
Lk i. 36*; vi. 15; vii. 115 villi. 2; ix, 10; x. 39; Xix. 2, 29; 
XXi. 375 xxii. 3; xxiii. 33. 
Acts i. 12, 233 iii, rr; vii. 583 viii, ro*; ix, 11; x. 13 xiii 1; 
XV. 22, 373 xxvii. 8, 14, 16, 
Rev i. 95. xi g5 xvi. 165 [xix. 12], 
Always with proper names, except in the three cases marked *. 
In Heb v. 4 and xi, 8 the meaning is different, viz. 
“summoned ’. 
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koula, = ‘ womb’, 
Mt xix. 12. 
Lk i. 15, 41, 42, 443 li, 215 xi, 273 xxiii. 29. 
Acts iii. 23 xiv. 8. 
Gal i. 15. 
Jn iii. 4. 
In this sense frequent in LXX, but ‘very rare in classical 
Greek’ (Plummer on Lk i. 15). 
Kuptos, 6, in narrative. 
Lk vii. 13, 19; X. 1, 39, 413 xil. 425 xiii. 135 xvii. 5,6; xviii. 6; 
xix. 8; xxii, 61 dzs, 
Jniv. 13 vi. 23; xi. 23 xx. 20; xxi, 12. 
Also in Appendix to Mk xvi. 19, 20: in the former verse 
_perhaps with “Incois, as in the doubtful passage Lk xxiv. 3. 
It is the constant title in the ‘ Gospel of Peter’, being-used 
13 times in the fragment known to us. 
It is very often used of the risen and ascended Christ in the 
other books of the N. T.: perhaps Acts 20, Epistles 46, 
Rev 2, but it is sometimes difficult to say whether Christ 
or the Father is referred to, All these are cases in which 
6 Kupeos stands alone, not with "Ijcods or Incods Xpiords, 
héyw trapaBodhpy. 
Lk v.-36; xii. 415 xiii, 6; xiv. 73 xviii, 15 xx. 9. 
Aéyos Tou Geos, 6. 
Mt xv. 6 (?). 
Mk vii. 13. 
Lk v. 13 viii. 11, 215 xi. 28. 
Acts iv. 31; vi. 2, 73 vill. 143 xi. 1; xiii. 5, 7, 44(?), 46, 48 (?); 
xvi. 32; xvii. 13; xviii. 11. (Perhaps also xii. 24.) 
Rom ix. 6; 1 Cor xiv. 36; 2 Corii.17; iv. 2; Phili.14; Coli. 
25; 1 Thesii. 13 ds; 1 Timiv.5; 2 Tim ii. 9; Tit ii. 5. 
Heb iv. 12; xiii. 7; 1 Pet i. 235 2 Petiii.5; 1 Jnii. 14; Revi. 
23 Vi. Qj XIX. 135 XX. 4. 
peTa TOUT. 
Lk v. 27; x. 1; xii. 45 xvii. 85 xviii. 4. 
Acts vii. 7 (LXX); xiii. 20; xv. 16; xviii. 1. 
Jn iii. 22; v. 1,14; vir; vii 1; xiii 7; xix. 385 xxi.3. (Cf 
pera rovro, ii. 123 xi. 7,11; xix. 28.) 
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Heb iv. 8; 1 Peti. 11; Revi. 19; iv. 1,23 vii. g; ix. 12; xv. 
83 xviii, 1; xix. 13 xx. 3. (Cf perd rodro, vii. 1.) 
Also in Appendix to Mk xvi. 12. 


oikos = ‘household’ or ‘ family’. 

Mt x. 6; xv. 24 (both ofkov Iopanh). 

Lk i. 27, 33, 69; ii. 43 x. 8 (?); xvi.27(?); xix. 9g. 

Acts ii. 36; vii. 42 (LXX), (both ofkos "Iopayd); x. 23 xi. 145 
XVi. 15, 315 Xviil, 8 

1 Cori. 16; 1 Tim iii. 4, 5, 12; v. 4; 2 Tim i. 16; iv. 19; 
Tit i. 11. 

Heb viii. 8 42s (LXX), 10 (LXX, all three of Israel and Judah) ; xi. 7. 


dvopa, nom., in ‘ whose name was’, &c. 


Mt xxvii. 87 (rotvoya, perhaps an accusative). 
Mk xiv. 32. 

Lk i. 5, 26, 27 d2s; ii. 255 vili. 415 xxiv. 13. 
Acts xiii. 6. 

Jn i. 6; iii. 1; xviii. 10. 

Rev vi. 8; viii, rr; ix. 1. 


évépar. = by name. 

Mt xxvii. 32. 

Mk v. 22. 

Lk i. 53 v. 273 X. 383 xvi. 205 xix. 2 (with kadovpevos); xxiii. 
50; xxix. 18. 

Acts v. 1, 343 Vili. 9; ix. 10, 11, 12, 33, 363 X. 13 xi. 285 xii. 
13; Xvi. I, 143 Xvii. 34; xvili. 2, 7,243 XIX. 245 XX. Q5 XXi. 
103 xxvii. 13 xxviii. 7. 


és, in attraction. 

Mt xviii. 19; xxiv. 50. 

Mk vii. 13. 

Lk i. 4; ii. 207; iii, 19"; v. 9 (?); ix. 36, 43%; xii. 46; xv. 16; 
Kix. 37*5 xxiii. 415 xxiv. 25*. 

Acts i, 1*, 22; ii, 223 iii, 21*, 253; vil. 16, 17, 455 vill. 24; ix. 
36; X. 39"; xill. 39*; xvii.31; xx. 38; xxi. 19,24; xxii. 10%, 
15; XXiv. 21; Xxv. 18; xxvi. 2, 16, 22. 

Rom iv. 17; xv. 18; 1 Cor vi. 19; vii. 1, 39; 2 Cori. 4, 6; x.8, 
13; xil. 17, 21; Eph i. 6, 8; ii. 10; iii, 20; iv. 1; 2 Thes 
i. 4; Tit iii, 6. 


Appx. Lk Of each of the Synoptic Gospels 45 


Jniv. 14; vii. 31, 39 (?); xv. 20; xvii. 5 (?), 9, 113 xxi. To. 
Heb v. 8; vi. 10; ix. 20 (LXX); Jam ii. 5; 1 Pet iv. 11; 
2 Pet ii. 12; 1 Jniii. 24; Jude rg ds; Rev xviii. 6. 

The only ‘ attraction’ here considered is that of the relative 
pronoun to a noun (expressed or understood), On the 
various kinds of attraction see Winer, § xxiv. 1-3. 

* In these cases with mdvrov, macéy, or maow: cf. also 
Jude 15. , 

odxt, adda. 
Lk i. 60; xii. 513 xiii. 3, 5; xvi. 30. 
Rom iii. 27 ; 1 Corx. 29. 
Jn ix. 9. 
twapd = beyond. 
Lk iii. 13; xiii. 2, 45 xviii. 14 (but with some doubt as to the 
text). 
Rom i. 25; iv. 183 xii. 3; xiv. 5; 1 Cor iii. 11; 2 Cor viii. 3; 
Gal i. 8, 9 (see Lightfoot, 2 /oc.). 
Heb i. 4, 9; ii. 7, 93 iii. 35 ix. 233 Xi. 4, 115 Xi. 24. 

Acts xviii. 13; Rom i. 26; xi. 24; xvi. 17 are omitted, because 
the sense seems rather to be ‘contrary to’; and this may 
possibly be the case also as to one or two of the cases given 
above from the Epistles. 

Tapa Tovs Wddas. 
Mt xv. 30. 
Lk vii. 38 ; viii. 35, 41; xvii. 16. 
Acts iv. 35, 373 V- 23 vil. 585; xxii. 3. 
Cf. mpés rovs méSas Mk 2, Lk 1, Acts 1, Jn 1, Rev 1. 


ms, OF Gras, 6 ads. 
Mt xxvii. 25. 
Lk ii. 10; iii. 21*3 vii. 293 viii. 47; ix. 135 Xviil. 43; xix. 
48*; xx. 6*; xxi. 38; xxiv. 19. 
Acts ili. 9, 11; iv. 10+; v.34; X. 41; xill. 24t. 
Heb ix. 19. 
Also in Pericope de Adultera, Jn viii. 2. 


* Gnas. ‘+ mas 6 dads “lopanr. 
mpés, used of speaking to. 
Mk iv. 41* ; x. 263 xii. 7*; xv. 31%; xvi.3*. (xii. 12 is excluded.) 
Lk i. 13, 18, 19, 34, 55. 61; ii. 15%, 18, 20, 34, 48, 493 lii. 12, 
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13; iv. 4, 21, 23, 36%, 433 V. 4, 10, 22, 31, 33, 34, 365 Vie 3, 
9, II}; vii. 24, 40, 50; Vili. 21, 22, 25%; ix. 3, 13, 14, 23, 33, 
43, 59, 87,59, [62]; x. 2, 26,29; xi. 1, 5,39; xii. 1, 3(?), 15, 
16, 22, 41 dzs (?); xiii. 7, 23; xiv. 3,5, 7 40s, 23, 255 XV. 3, 
225; Xvi. 13 xvii. 1, 223 xviii, 9, 315 xix. 5, 8, 9, 13, 33, 393 
XX. 2, 3, 9, 23, 25, 413 Xxil. 19, 82,703 xxiii. 4, 14,225; XXIV. 5, 
10, 14*, 17, 18, 25, 32, 44. (i, 28 and xx. 19 are excluded.) 

Acts i. 7; ii. 12, 29, 37, 381; iii. 12, 22, 25; iv. 1, 8, 19, 23; Vv. 
8, ot, 353 Vii. 33 vill, 20, 26; ix. 10, r1t, 19; x. 28; xi 14, 
20; xii. 8, 15, 21 (?); xv. 7, 363 xvi. 375 xviii. 6, 143 xix. 
2, 2t; xxi. 37, 39; xxii. 8, 10, 21, 253 xxiii. 9; xxv. 16, 221; 
xxvi. 1, 14, 26, 281, 31%; xxvili. 4*, 17, 21, 25. (xxiii. 30 is 
excluded.) 

Rom x. 21; 1 Thes ii. 2. 

Jn ii. 35 iii. 4; iv. 15, 33*, 48, 49; vi. 5, 28, 34; vil. 3, 35%, 505 
vill. 31, 33, 575 Xi. 213 xii. 19* 5 xvi. 17*; xix, 24*. 

Heb v. 5; vii. 21(?); 2 Jn 12(?); 3 Jn 14(?). (Hebi. 7, 8, 13; 
xi. 18 are excluded.) 

In Mt iii. 15 WH mg and Tisch have eérev mpos abrév, 

* mpos addApdous, éavrovs, €avrds. + In these 6 cases in Acts 
the verb is understood, not expressed. 

otpadels. 
Mt vii. 6 (orpagévres); ix. 22; xvi. 23. 
Lk vii. 9, 443 ix. 553 X. 233 Xiv. 255 xxii. 61; xxili. 28. 
Jni. 38; xx. 16 (orpadeica). 

Always used of Jesus, except in Mt vii. 6 and Jn xx. 16. 

Mk, who never uses orpadeis, has emorpapeis twice (v. 30 ; viii. 
33); Jn also has it in xxi. 22. 

tis ; with optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Mk viii. 37 (?). 
Lk i. 62; vi. 115 Vili. g; ix. 46; Xv. 263 xviii. 363 xxil. 23. 
Acts v. 243 X. 173 XVil 183 Xxi. 33. 

Mk viii. 37 is more probably a subjunctive. So Swete and 
Gould, zz loc., WH Notes, p. 168, and Moulton’s note on 
Winer, p. 360. 

tls é& Gpav; 
Mt vi. 27 ; vii. 9 (with dvOperos). 
Lk xi. 5; xii. 255; xiv. 28; xv. 4 (with dvOpomos); xvii. 7. (CE. 
also xi, 11 tiva €& tpev 5 and xiv. 5 rivos dpav 5) 
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tus, with nouns. 

Mt xviii. 12. (Contrast his more frequent use of «és with nouns, 
P- 30.) 

Mk xiv. 51; xv. 21. 

Gh Gy Vil. @, 4% vill. 2, 27 (3 te. S, THs Bs, 90,31, 33, 
38 brs; xi. 1, 27, 363 xil. 4, 165 xiii. 31; xiv. 2, 16; xv. 11; 
xvi. I, 19, 20; xvii, 12; xvill. 2, 18, 35; xix. 123; xxi. 2; 
Xxli. 56, 59 (dAdos tis) ; xxiii. 8, 19, 26; xxiv. 22, 41. 

Acts iii. 2; v. 1, 25 viii. 9 d¢5, 34 (€répov rus), 36 ; ix. 10, 19*, 33, 
36, 43; X. I, 5, 6, 11, 48*5 xi. 55 xiii. 6, 18; xiv. 8; xv. 2 
(rwas GAdous), 36* ; xvi. 1, 9, 12*, 14, 163 Xvi. 8, 6, 20, 21, 34; 
xviii, 2, 14, 23, 245 XIX. I, 14, 24, 32 (dAdo Te); XX. Q5 Xxi. 
10 (?), 16, 34 (@ANo 71) ; Xxil. 123 xxiv. I ds, 18, 24* 5 xxv. 13%, 
14, 16, 19 dzs, 26; xxvii. 1, 8, 16, 26, 27, 39; xxviii. 3. 

Romi. 11, 13; viii. 39; ix. 113 xiii. 9g; xv. 26; 1 Cor i. 16 (twa 
ddAov) ; vil. 12; ix. 12; xi. 18; xiv. 243 xvi. 73 2 Cor x. 8; 
xi. 1, 16; Gal vi. 1; Eph vi. 8; Phil ii. 1 quater; ili. 4 (ts... 
@Xos) ; iv. 8 des; Col ii. 23; 1 Tim v. 4, 16, 24. 

Jn i. 46; iv. 463 v. 5, 143 Xi. 15 xii. 205 xxi. 5. 

Heb ii. 4,9 (both LXX),; iv, 7 5 x. 27 3 Bi405 xi. 1g (LXX), 16; 
Jam i. 18; v. 12; Jude 4. 

* With nucpa in these 6 places only. 

Some adjectives as well as substantives are here included 
under ‘nouns’. 

mis is also used with eis in Lk xxii. 50; Jn xi. 49; and 
perhaps in Mk xiv. 47, 51; and with évo in Lk vii. 19; 
Acts xxiii, 23. 


16 before the interrogative ris or tt; 
Lk i. 62; ix. 46; xix. 485; xxii. 23, 24. 
Acts xxii. 30. 
Rom viii. 26. 
And there is a similar use of ré before més in Lk xxii. 2, 4; 
Acts iv. 21. Cf. also 1 Thes iv. 1. 


16, ta, before prepositions. 
Mt xxiv. 17. 
Mk ii. 2. 
Lk ii. 39; viii. 15 (?); X.75 xix. 425 xxii. 37"; xxiv. 19", 27%, 35. 
Acts i. 3*; (iv. 243 xiv. 15; xvii. 24 LXX); xviii. 25*; xxiii. 11*, 
15*; xxiv. 10%, 14, 22%, 22; xxv. 14; xxviii. 7*, 10, 15”. 
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Rom i. 15; ix. 8; xii. 18; xv.17; 1 Cor xiii. 10; 2 Cor v. 10; 
x. 73 Ephi.zo dvs; vi. 21, 22*; Phil i. 12, 247*, 29; ii. 19%, 
20*, 23%; iv.18; Col i. 20 des; iii. 2; iv. 7, 8*. 

Heb ii. 17; v.13; 2 Pet i. 3; 1 Jnii. 1g, 16; (Rev x. 6 ¢er LXX). 

* ra mepi (in Lk xxii. 37 76 epi). 


toi, before infinitives. 

Mt ii. 13; iii. 133 xi. 15 xiii. 3; xxi. 32; xxiv. 45. 

Lk i. 74, 77, 793 ii. 21 a(?), 24, 273 iv. ro(LXX); v.7; viii. 5; 
ix. 51; x.19 (?); xii. 42; xvii; xxi. 22; xxii. 6 (?), 31; xxiv. 
16, 25; 29, 45. 

Avis iii, 2, 125 [v. 913] vit. 19} ix. 1H5 47 3 eli gy (LX) 5 
xiv. 9; Xv. 20; xviii. 10; xx. 20(?), 27 (?), 303 xxi. 12; xxiii. 
20; xxvi. 18 d¢s; xxvii. 1. 

Rom i. 24; vi. 63 vii. 3; viii, 12; xi. 8 dzs, 10 (LXX); 1 Cor x. 
13; Gal iit. ro; Phil iii. ro. 

Heb x. 7 (LXX), 9 (LXX); xi.5; Jamv.17; 1 Pet iii. ro (LXX). 

From the above list are excluded 14 cases (viz. Mt vi. 8; 
Lk ii. 215; xxii. 15; Acts viii. 40; xxiii. 15; 2 Cor vil. 
12; viii. rr 3; Galii. 12; iii. 23; Jn i. 485 xiii. rg; xvii. 
5; Heb ii. 15; Jam iv. 15) in which the rod is governed by 
a preposition (usually mpd) or by éws used as a preposition ; 
also 16 cases (viz. Lk i. 9, 57; ii. 6; iv. 42; Acts xiv. 18; 
XX, 33 xxvil. 20; Rom xv. 22, 23; 1 Cor ix. 103; xvi. 4; 
2 Cori. 8; viii. 11a; Philiii. 21; Hebv. 12; 1 Petiv. 17) 
in which this genitive is mainly or entirely dependent upon 
the previous noun or verb, which may perhaps be more or 
less true of the cases marked (?) above. But even so the 
telic use of rot with the infinitive remains a decidedly Lucan 
characteristic. 

The Grammars of Winer (§ xliv. 4), Blass (p. 235), J. H. 
Moulton (i. 216-18) may be consulted. 


todtov = ‘him’. 
Mt xxvii. 32. 
Lk ix. 26; xii. 5; xix. 145 xXx. 12, 135 xxiii. 2, 18. 
Acts ii. 23; iii, 165 v.31,37; (vil. 354); x. 40; xiii. 27; xv. 38; 
XV. 35 XXV. 24. 
1 Cor ii. 2; iii, 17; Phil ii. 23; 2 Thes iii. 14. 
Jn v. 6; vi. 273 vil. 275 iX. 293 xviii. 403 xix. 125 Xxi, 21. 
Heb viii. 3. 
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So also radrqy, Lk xiii. 16; and cf. the use of rovrov, 
Acts xiii. 23, 38. 
oBéouar, used of fearing God. 
Mt x. 28. 
Lk i. 50; xii. 8 d2s; xviii. 2, 4; xxiii. 40. 
Acts x. 2, 22, 35; xiii. 16, 26. 
Col iii. 22 (where, however, rdv Kupioy, not rév éur, is the better 
reading), 

Rev xiv. 7; xix. 5. (Cf. also xv. 4.) 


gory, with yivopar 
Mk i. rr (?). 
Lki. 443 iii, 225 ix. 35, 36. 
Acts ii, 6; vii. 31; x. 13; xix. 34. (Cf. also ii. 2 fyos.) 
Jn xii. 30, 
Rev viii. 5 ; xi. 15, (19); (xvi. 18). 
Plural in Rev. 


xalpw, of rejoicing, not of greeting. 

Mt ii. 10; v. 12; xviii. 13. 

Mk xiv. 11. 

Lk i. 1435 vi. 233 x. 20 des; xili, 173 xv. 5, 323 xix. 6, 373 xxii. 
53 xxiii. 8. 

Acts v. 41; Vili. 39; Xi. 235 xiii. 485 xv. 31. 

Rom xii. 12, 15 d¢5; xvi. 19; 1 Cor vii. 30 dzs; xiii. 6; xvi. 17; 
2 Cor ii. 3; vi. 105 vii. 7, 9, 13, 16; xiii. g; Phil i. 18 ds; 
ji, 17, 18, 28; iii, r (2); iv. 4 dzs (?), 10; Col i. 24; ii. 5 ; 
1 Thes iii. 9; v. 16. 

Jn ili. 29; iv. 3635 viii. 56; xi. 153 xiv. 28; xvi. 20, 225; XX. 20. 

1 Pet iv. 13; 2 Jn 4; 3 Jn3; Rev xi. 10; xix. 7. 

Bp. Lightfoot renders ‘farewell’ in Phil iii, 1, and suggests 
a combination of the two senses in iv. 4. 

Cf. edppaivxe on p. 19 above. And see Harnack, Acts of 
App., Excursus III (E. T., pp. 277 ff). 


@s = ‘ when’, 
Mk ix. 21. 


Lk i. 23, 41, 443 ii. 15, 393 iv. 25; v.43 Vii, 12; xi. 13 xii. 58; 
XV. 253 XIX. 5, 29, 413; XX. 37 (?); xxii. 66; xxiii. 26; xxiv. 
32 bis. 

Acts i. 10; v. 243 vii. 233 vill, 36; ix. 235 X. 7, 17,25; Xill. 25, 
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29; Xiv. 5; xvi. 4, 10, 15; xvii. 135 Xvili, 5; xix. 9, 21; 
XX. 14, 185 XXi. 1, 12, 275 XXll. I1, 255 XXV.143 XXVIL. I, 2735 
XXvili. 4. 
Rom xv. 24; 1 Cor xi. 34; Phil ii. 23: with d in all three cases. 
Jn ii. 9, 23; iv. 1, 40; vi. 12, 163 vil. 10; Xi. 6, 20, 29, 32, 33; 
xviii. 6; xix. 333 xx.113 xxi.g. (Also in Perzcope de Adultera, 
viii. 7.) 
In some of these cases és can be best rendered by ‘as’, but in 
all of them there is some reference to time. 
Harnack (Sayings of Jesus, E. T., p. 160) observes that such 
‘temporal clauses with os: are entirely absent from’ the 
passages which he assigns to ‘Q’. 


6, &c., with words inserted between the article and noun. 

Mt vii. 3. 

Mk iv. 19; v.26; vi. 36. 

Lk i. 70; vi. 42; ix. 12, 37; xvi. 10, 15; xix. 30. 

Acts v. 163 vill. 143 X. 453 Xili. 425 XV. 233 Xv1 25; Xvil. 13, 
28; xix. 25, 38; xx. 21, 26; xxi, 21, 273 xxii, 1; xxiii, 27; 
XXV. 275 XXVi. 3, II} XXVil. 2. : 

Rom i. 12; ii. 27 d7s; iii. 265 iv. 12; vii. 22; vill. 18; ix. 117, 
25 (LXX); xi. 5, 8, 21, 273 xvi. 5, 14, 15; 1 Coriv. 115 vi. 
19; xvi. 19; 2 Cor i. 11; iv. 163 vii. 10 d2s3 viii. 2, 7, 14; 
ix. 2; xi. 11; Gal i. 2, 17; iv. 25, 26; Eph i. 15; iii. 16; 
Phil ii. 30 des; iii, 14; iv. 21; Col i. 2; ii. 5,143 ili 22; iv. 
15 ds; 1 Tim iv. 14; Vv. 3, 5, 163 vi. 3, 193 2 Timi. 3, 5; 
iv.9; Titi. 9; ii. 12; ili. 15; Philema. 

Jn ix. 13. 

Heb ii. 2; ix. 15; x. 323 xl. 73 Jam iii. 17; 1 Peti. az ser, 14; 
ili, 2, 3, 15, 16, 19; iv. 2, 8,12; v. 2,9; 2 Peti. 4, 9; ii. 7, 
13; ili. 6, 7,10; Jude 7; Rev ii. r2 (?); iii. 1 (?), 7 (), 14?) 
v. 133 Xvil. 14 (?). 

This list, mainly derived from Bruder, p. 598, might perhaps 
be enlarged. Adjectives agreeing with the substantive are 
not included among the ‘ words inserted’, nor are conjunc- 
tions and particles. 


Apépa with ylvowar 
Lk iv. 42; vi. 13; xxii. 66. 
Acts xii. 18; xv. 35; xxiii, 125 xxvii. 29, 33, 39. 
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wéduy or méderg after kard distributive. 
LK viii. 1, 4; xiii. 22 (the only plural). 
Acts xv. 21, 363 xx. 23. 
So kar’ ékcdnoiay, Acts xiv. 23; and perhaps xar’ otkoy Acts ii. 
463 v. 42. 


otaels, otabevtes. 


Lk xviii. 11, 40; xix. 8. 
Acts ii. 143 v. 20; xi. 13; xvii. 22; xxv. 18; xxvii. 217. 


xpovot (plural). 
Lk viii. 29; xx. 9; xxiii. 8. 
Acts i. 73 iii, 215 xvii. 30. 
Rom xvi. 25; 1 Thesv.1; 2Timi.g; Titi. 2. 
1 Pet i. 20. 
Xpdvor kai katpot are coupled together in Acts i. 7 and 1 Thes 
v. I only. 


AppitionaL Notes To Part I. 
Additional Note on the use of the Imperfect Tense (p. 9). 


(a) The comparatively unfrequent use of this tense by Matthew 
deserves notice, the numbers (excluding for the present the verb 
substantive) being in the historical books Mt 94, Mk 228, Lk 259, 
Acts 329, Jn 168. These figures include éy, though it is imperfect 
in form only and not in force; the occurrences of it are in Mt 15, 
Mk 6, Lk 7, Acts 15, Jn 12. 

No doubt the rarer use of the imperfect in Mt and Jn than in the 
other historical books is in a considerable degree due to the larger 
amount of discourse in proportion to narrative which they contain. 

(4) The imperfect of the verb substantive with participles is also 
rare in Mt, the numbers being— 

Mt Mk Lk Acts Jn 
With any participles 6 22 45 36 17 
With present participles only 4 16 28 24° 8 


For some of the many instances of this in LXX see Gen iv. 2, 
17; vi. 12*; xili, 10; xiv. 12; xvili. 22*; xxvi. 353 xxxix. 23; 
xl. 6*3 in all these cases except the three marked * the present 
participle is used. 

E 2 
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On the subjects of this note may be consulted Allen’s S/7. 
Matthew, pp. XX—-xxiii (showing Mt’s changes from Mk); Dalman, 
W. J, pp. 35f.; besides the usual Grammars (J. H. Moulton’s 
figures slightly differ from the above, G7., i. 227). 


Additional Note on &deyev, édeyov (p. 12). 


The extremely few occurrences of these imperfects in LXX are 
as follows :—éheyev or édeye is found in Judg xix. 30; 2 Ki xv. 2; 
xvi. 7; [3 Ki iii. 223] 2 Chro xx. 21; 1 Esdr viii. 7o (74); [Esther 
ii. 15; iii, 45] Jobi. 5; [Tobit x. 6;] 2 Macciii. 13; xiv. 26; xv. 
22; 4 Macc iv. 2, 6, 12; ix, 28; xi. 12, 203 xiii. 11, 125 xviii. 
6, 12 (23 cases). And the plural @deyov is found in Gen xix. 5; 
Numb xxxii. 5,16; Deuti. 25; [Judg xviii. 8;] 1 Ki xii. 10; xviii. 
7; xix. 24; 2 Chro v. 13; Proviv. 4; Is vi. 3; Jer xlv. 22; Dan 
Theod vii. 5; 4 Macc vi. 13; xiii. 13, 18; xvii. 1 (17 cases). 

The five cases enclosed in square brackets are not found in the 
B-text. Ps Ixxii. (Ixxiii.) 15 and xciii. (xciv.) 16 and 2 Macc iv. 
47 were purposely omilted as conditional sentences; and 4 Macc 
xvi. 15 as being a mere mistake for ¢Aeyes. 

The above list of (23+17 =) 40 cases is of interest as showing 
in the later books, as compared with the earlier, the gradual loss on 
the whole (for Numb xxxii. 5, 16; Deut i. 25 may be exceptions) 
of the ‘imperfect’ sense of continuity or repetition in ¢deyey and 
éAeyoy in narrative. It is to be remembered as to 4 Macc, in which 
14 out of the 40 instances are found, that according to the latest 
and best authority it ‘ must be placed at the close of the first century 
of our era’ (Thackeray, Gram. of O. T. in Greek, p. 6). 

Compare the use of én, mentioned in the preceding note. 


Additional Note on odpavés and odpavot (p. 30). 


The singular and plural are used as follows by the various 
writers in the New Testament. It will be seen that Matthew, 
Hebrews, and 2 Peter are the only books in which the plural is 
more frequent than the singular; but in the Pauline Epistles they 
are almost equal. 


1 Extremely few in comparison with efmev, &c., as may be seen by glancing 
at the 50 columns occupied by eiweiv in Hatch and Redpath’s Concordance. 
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1, 2,3 

Mt Mk Lk Acts Paul Jn Heb Jam 1 Pet 2Pet Jn Rev 

ovpavds 24 12 31 24 It 18 3 2 2 I OO SE 
olpavol 55 5 4 #2 10 0 4% O TF § 0 I 


The one case in Rev is xii. 12, a quotation from or reminis- 
cence of LXX, in which odpavoi occurs 4 times with 
edppaivew, viz. Deut xxxii. 43; Ps xcv. 11; Is xliv. 23; 
xlix. 13 (edpp. is also found with the singular in 1 Chro 
xvi. 31; Is xlv. 8). 

The plural is not frequent in LXX: it only occurs about 50 
times against more than 600 occurrences of the singular. It is 
least uncommon in the Psalms, where it is used about 30 times, 
and the singular about 50 times. 


Additional Note on the use of the Optative Mood. 


Besides the 17 (?18) instances of the optative which have been 
entered once or more under the headings of év (p. 38), etm (p. 38), and 
tis (p. 46), the only cases of that mood in the historical books are 
Mk xi. 14 (ddyou, see p. 133), Lk i. 38 (yévorre) and xx. 16 (p11) yévorro), 
and Acts xvii. 11, 27 d7s, xxiv. 19, xxv. 16025, 20, xxvii. 12, 39 
(the Jast two cases being in a‘ We-Section’). When we add together 
all these occurrences of optative forms, they amount to Mt 0, 
Mk 1 (?2), Lk 11, Acts 17, Jn O—a remarkable result. In the 
Epistles there are about 84 instances, of which the Pauline 
exclamation p7 yévorro supplies 14. It is well known that the optative 
was obsolescent in the ordinary Greek of N. T. times. 


PART II 


INDICATIONS OF SOURCES 


SECTION I 
IDENTITIES IN LANGUAGE 


THESE are so numerous and so close, and in many cases 
they contain constructions or words which are so very 
unusual or even peculiar, that the use of written Greek 
documents is prima facie suggested by them. Certainly 


they throw very serious difficulties in the way of an 
exclusively ‘oral theory’. And, so far as they extend, 


they render the hypothesis of independent translations? 


1 They would make such a theory impossible if we did not know that the 
memories of teachers and learners were trained and cultivated in Judaea to 
an extent far beyond anything within our own experience. See Schiirer, 
Hist. of Jewish People, 11. i. 324 (E. T.); and Schiller-Szinessy on the 
Mishnah in Enc. Brit., xvi. 504. Some interesting parallels and illustrations 
from the East may be seen in Driver’s Genesis, p. xliv; Max Miiller’s Last 
Essays, Series 1, pp. 122-37; Geden’s Studies in Eastern Religions, pp. 13, 
26, 251. And there is a western parallel in Caesar's account (B. G., vi. 
14) of the exclusively oral teaching of ‘a great number of verses’ by the 
Druids, referred to by York Powell (Lif, ii. 242), who thought that ‘in 
these days of print we are apt to undervalue the possibilities of human 
memory’ (7), i. 206). But it may be doubted whether the matter committed 
to memory in these cases was often parallel in kind to the contents of 
our historical Gospels ; see Burkitt, The Gospel History, &c., p. 145. 

2 The past tense used by Papias (jpynvevoe 8 ata ws iv Suvards Exactos, 
see p. xiii above) tells us that such independent translations of the Matthaean 
Logia had been made at first, but does not say that they continued in use 
during his own time (and we must remember that Eusebius may be giving 
us but a very small and incomplete fragment of what Papias wrote). 
Josephus tells us at the beginning of his Jewish War that he himself trans- 
lated it into Greek, after writing it in the language of his country (79 rarpiq). 
And 1 Macc ‘was written originally in Hebrew (or Aramaic)’, though ‘it 
has come down to us only in the form of a Greek translation, which was 
probably in existence as early as the time of Josephus’ (Schirer, of. cit., 
II. iii. 8f.). So there may have been similarly an early and generally 
accepted translation of the Logia. 


§1 Identities in Language 


55 


from the Laogda, or from any other Aramaic source, ex- 
tremely improbable. 


These identities are of three kinds (A, B, C) :— 


A. In the construction of sentences. 


(i) In Mark, Matthew, and Luke (Mark is placed first, as 
being admittedly the oldest document) :— 


Mk ii. 10 iva 6¢ cidjre 
' . 

KTA.—Aeyet TH mapa- 

Sol 


a , 
AUTUKD déya, 


eyeupe KTA. 


Mk iii. 19 kal “IovSav 
? t a . 
Iokapid6, os Kal map- 


Z ne 
éOwkev avtov. 


a 
Observe also in 


again in Mk xiv. 43; 


I. 
Mt ix. 6 iva d€ cidqre 
KtA.—tdre Néyer TO 


eyeupe 


mapadurike 


KTA, 


2. 


Mt x. 4 kai “Iovdas 6 
> , fo 
Iokaptwrns, 0 Kai Tapa- 


ee, 
Oovs adtov. 





Lk v. 24 twa dé eldnre 
KTA.—elnev TQ Tapa- 
AeAupev@’ Tol Aéyo, 

eyetpe KA, 


Lk vi. 16 kai “Iovdav 
*Ioxapiwd, ds éyevero 


mpodédtns. 


Mk xiv. 10; Mt xxvi.14; Lk xxii. 3, and 


Mt xxvi. 47; Lk xxii. 47 the 


repetition of the fact that Judas was ‘ one of the twelve’ or 
‘of the number of the twelve’. 


Mk xii. 14; Lk xx. 21 é@ dAn- 


Geias thy 6ddy Tov Ceod diddoxets. 


3. 


(ii) In Mark and Matthew :— 


rt 


Mk i. 16; Mt iv. 18 joav yap adecis. 


Mk v. 28 fdeyev yap ért Edy dypo- 


pat KTA. 


2}, 


Mt xxii. 16 ray 6ddv rod Ceov ev 
GdnOeia Siddoxets. 


Mt ix. 21 éAeyey yap év éavr7, Eav 


pdvoy a&ypopuae kh. 


1 Parenthetical additions of explanations. 
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3. 
Mk viii. 2; Mt xv. 32 46y qpeépar tpeis mpoopévovaiv pot Krh. 
On the construction see Winer’s Grammar, § Ixii. 2 and note ; 
Blass, p. 85; J. H. Moulton, i. 7o. In Mk WH mg has 
nipépas tproiv with B only. 


4. 
Mk xiii. 14; Mt xxiv. 15 6 dvaywaokov voeiro. 
5 
Mk xiv. 2 @deyov yap, My} ev ri | Mt xxvi. 5 @Aeyor d€, My ev rH 
€opth, pnmore €arat OdpuBos roi opty, va py OdpvBos yevnrar év 
Aaov. T@ ag. 
6 1 
Mk xv. 10 eyivwoxey yap dre Sa | Mt xxvii. 18 ydee yap dre dia 
DOsvov mapadedHxercay airdy oi POdvoy mapéSwxay aire. 
apxeepets. 





(iii) In Mark and Luke :— 
I. 

Mk i. 7 08 od« eipt ikavos xiwas | Lk iil. 16 ob ode eipi ixavds Adoa 
Avoa roy iudvra Tey brodnpaTo Tov indvra rey broonudtev adrov. 
avrov. 

“ [But D and other Western authorities omit aéroi. | 

Cf. also Jn i. 27. The only other instances of this construc- 
tion (o8 . . . adrov) seem to be Mk vii. 25; Acts xv. 17; 
{1 Pet ii. 24 Tisch but not WH or R;] Rev iii. 8; vii. 2,9; 
xiii. 8, 12 ; xx. 8. See Blass’s Gram., p. 175, and J. H. 
Moulton’s, i. 94, 237. 


gi 


Mk v. 8 édeyev yap air@”EEeAbe | Lk viii. 29 mapryyeddev yap To 


\ Ps Lae pee , Peer , : 
TO mvetpa TO akdOaprov ex Tov mvevpatt TO akabdprm e&edOciv 
3 ~ 

dvOperov. dro tod avOpamov, 


The appeal of the demons having been first recorded, the 
cause of it is thus added afterwards, in both Gospels. 
1 Parenthetical additions of explanations. Also notice nv ydp «rd. in 


Mk x. 22, Mt xix. 22, and (though not with identical words following) 
Lk xviii. 23. 
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(iv) In Matthew and Luke :— 


I, 
Mt vii. 3 ray 8€ ev ra od dpOarue | Lk vi. 42 rv ev rH dpOadrys cov 
Soxdy, Soxdy, 

Such an insertion of words between the article and its noun 
is found here only in Matthew, but 3 times in Mark, and 
frequently in Luke, Acts, and other books. See pp. 27 
and 50. 


B. In single words and short phrases.' 
(i) In Mark, Matthew, and Luke :— 


I. 
drap67 Mkii. 20; Mt ix. 15; Lk v. 35. 
draipw Or draipoya here only in N. T.: but the active dzaipw 
is frequent in LXX. 


2, 
eri@dnpa Mk ii. 21; Mt ix. 16; Lk v. 36 dvs. 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 1. Used in Classical Greek of 
a cloak or of hangings, not of a patch. 


3- 
anopipov Mk ii. 23; Mt xii. r; Lk vi. x. 
anmdépmos here only in N.T.: LXX 4. 


4. 
riddovres Mk ii, 23 5 riAXew Mt xii. «5 ereAdov Lk vi. 1. 


ritkw here only in N.T.: LXX 38. In Greek generally, ritdo 
is used of hair, dpéma@ of flowers and fruit. 


1 Asa rule, the identities in language which seem to the compiler most 
remarkable have been placed first in the following lists. But this rule has 
not been uniformly observed, for it has been thought best to group together 
instances taken from the same passage, e.g. the two from Mk ii. 20, 21, and 
the four from Mk viii. 3-7. The appended notes draw attention to the 
rarity of the word, and to the consequent degree of unlikelihood that any- 
thing but a common written origin can account for its use in more than one 
Gospel. In these notes, as elsewhere, the figures printed in thick type 
denote that the word or phrase occurs so many times in the New Test. or its 
various books, or in the Septuagint. 
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5. 
ate Mk ii.g; Mt ix. 5; Lk v. 23. 
pacar sa ee x. 25; Mt xix. 24; Lk xviii 25. 
evxomos only once besides in N. T. (edxor@repoy Lk xvi. 17): 
LXX 2. Apparently not common in Classical Greek. 


6. 
dvoxddws Mk x. 23; Mt xix. 23; Lk xviii. 24. 

The adverb here only in N, T.: Svcxodos only in the following 
verse of Mark: LXX 1. But both adjective and adverb 
are in classical use. 

4 
karackevdcer THY Oddy cov Mk i. 2; Mt xi. 10; Lk vii. 27. 

In quotation from Mal iii. 1 where LXX has émSreyerar.— 
catacxevd(w also Lk1, Heb 6,1 Pet 1, LXX 80, but nowhere 
with 68és or any similar word. 


8. 
CnproOqvac Mk viii. 36; CypewG Mt xvi. 26,3 Cyuewde’s Lk ix. 25. 
(nutdw elsewhere only Paul 3; LXX 7. 


9- 
évrparnoovraa Mk xii. 6; Mt xxi. 37; Lk xx. 13. 
evrpéropa elsewhere in this sense with acc. only Lk 2, Heb 1, 
and LXX about 6 times. 
10. 
kareyedov adrod Mk v. 40; Mt ix. 24; Lk viii. 53. 
xatayehdw here only in N.T.: LXX about 22. 


Il. 


ov py yevowrra Oavydrov Mk ix. 1; Mt xvi. 28; Lkix. 27. 
The phrase is also used in Jn viii. 52 and Heb ii. g: never in 
LXX, but cf. 2 Ki iii. 35 od py yevoopar dprov. 


12. 

adeihey Mk xiv. 47 ; Mt xxvi. 51; Lk xxii. 50, with drdpiov, driov, 
and ovs respectively. 

apatpéw also Lk 3, Paul 1, Heb 1, Rev 2, but never in a physical 

sense as here. daoxéntw would have seemed a more likely 

word, as in Jn xviii. 1o, 26, and in Judg i. 6, 7. In 
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LXX, however, dpaipéw is used of cutting off the head in 
Gen xl. 19 ; 1 Kixvii. 46, 51; 2 Kiiv. 7 (?)53 XVi.gj xx. 22; 
4 Ki vi. 323 Judith xiii, 8; xiv. 15; x Macc vii. 47 (of 
right hand also) ; xi. 17; 2 Macc i. 16 (?). Cf also Levi 
16; 1 Ki xxiv. 5, 6, r2. 


13. 
pera payapov kai EdAwy Mk xiv. 43,48; Mt xxvi. 47, 55; Lk xxii. 52. 
&0dov in this sense here only in N.T.: and very rare in LXX, 
paBdos and Baxrnpia being the usual words: see, however, 
2 Ki xxiii, 21; Is x. 15; also 2 Ki xxi, 19; xxiii. 73 
1 Chro xx. § of the staff of a spear. 


I4. 
avéLoua ipov Mk ix. 19; Mt xvii. 17; Lk ix. 41. 
Here only in Gospels: but Acts 1, Paul 10, Heb 1: 
LXX 12. 


15}. 
viol tod vuynpavos Mk ii. 19; Mt ix. 15; Lk v. 34. 
vuppov here and Mt xxii. 10 (?) only in N. T.: in LXX only 
Tobit 2. : 
161, 
efédero Mk xii. 1; Mt xxi. 33; Lk xx. 93; also exddcerat 
Mt xxi. 41. 
exdidouat here only in N. T.: LXX 18, but not in this sense of 
‘letting out’, which, however, is classical (Swete on Mk 
xii. 1). 
The unusual grammatical form ¢éfédero (see WH, Noses, 
pp. 167 f.) occurs in the A-text of Ex ii. 21 and 1 Macc x. 
58: itis also paralleled in the papyri (J. H. Moulton, Gram., 
i. 55). 
7h 
xatacknvow Mk iv. 32; Mt xiii. 32; xareoxqvacey Lk xiii. 19. 
cataskyvda besides in N.T. only Acts ii. 26 from LXX: in 
LXX it is very frequent. 


1 These three words or phrases being such as would be required, or at 
least such as would be naturally suggested, by the subject-matter, not much 
stress is laid upon them, 
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(ii) In Mark and Matthew ' :— 
I. 


xareEovordtovow avrav Mk x. 42; Mt xx. 25. 
kareEovord¢o is not quoted as occurring anywhere else. 


2. 
dxupowvres Mk vii. 13; Mt xv. 6. 
dxupéo besides in N. T. only Gal iii. 17. In LXX 7 (6 of the 
cases being in 2 Macc); and several times in the fragments 
of the other Greek versions. 


3- 
xuvapios Mk vit. 27; Mt xv. 26; xuvdpea Mk vii. 28; Mt xv. 27. 
xuvdpiov here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 


4. 
dé tav Wiytev Mk vii. 28; Mt xv. 27. 
yeyiov here only in N.T.: never in LXX or in Classical 
Greek. 
Be 
mores Mk viii. 3; Mt xv. 32. 
vijorts here only in N. T.: vanorns or vaoris LXX 1. 


6. 
éehvOnoovra év 7h 65@ Mk viii. 3; ékAvOdow ev 77 68G Mt xv. 32. 
ekhkvw besides also Paul 1, Heb 2: frequent in LXX, and 
about 8 times in exactly the same sense as here. 


qe 
én’ épnuias Mk viii. 4; év epnuia Mt xv. 33. 
épnuia here only in Gospels, and Paul 1, Heb1: LXX 7. In 
N. T. épnyos rémos and 4 epyyos are the usual forms. 


8. 


ixévdia Mk viii. 7; Mt xv. 34. 
ix6d8iov here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 


9. 


6 éuBarrdpevos Mk xiv. 20 ; 6 euB8dyas Mt xxvi. 23. 
éuBdrrw here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 


1 Tt would be very easy to lengthen this list. 
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Io. 
cis 76 TpvBdiov Mk xiv. 20; éy ro tpvBrio Mt xxvi. 23. 
tpvBd.ov here only in N.T.: LXX 19. 


Ir, 
podos dvixds Mk ix. 42; Mt xviii. 6. 
éuxés here only in N.T. and never in LXX or elsewhere. 
But J. Lightfoot (quoted by Swete on Mk) and others show 
that there was a Jewish phrase of which this would be 
an obvious rendering. (See Lnc. Bibl, iii. 3094.) And 


the word itself occurs in the papyri cited as BU 913 
(1st century a. D.). 


12. 
exokdBooey Mk xiii. 20 bes; 
Mt xxiv. 22. 


kodoSde here only in N, T.: LXX 1, but more frequent in the 
fragments of the other Greek versions. 


exohoBabncav, KoAoBwOjoovra 


13. 
mpocipyka opiv Mk xiii. 23; Mt xxiv. 25. 
mpoep here only in Gospels: Paul 4, Heb 1 (?), 2 Pet 1, 
Jude 1: LXX 12. 
14. 
dvrdddaypa Mk viii. 37; Mt xvi. 26. 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 10. The parallel in Sir xxvi. 14 
is remarkable. 
15. 


évepyodow ai Suvdpers év aire Mk vi. 143 al duvdpes evepyodow év aire 
Mt xiv. 2. 


évepyew here only in Gospels, but in Epistles 18: LXX 7. 


16. 
gpoveis Mk viii. 33; Mt xvi. 23. : 
gpovéw here only in Gospels; but Acts 1, Paul 23: LXX 15. 
14. 
modepovs Kal dxods moheuov Mk xiii. 7; Mt xxiv. 6. 
-In this sense, the plural dxoai here only in N. T., and LXX 2, 
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18. 

ponpdovvoy Mk xiv. g; Mt xxvi. 13. 
Besides this, in N. T. only Acts x. 4. But LXX 70: so it is 
perhaps the obvious word here ; cf. e.g. Ex xvii. 14 LXX. 


19. 
ovddaBe pe MK xiv. 48; Mt xxvi. 55. 
ovddapBavw here only in Mark and Matthew; but also in this 
sense Lk 2, Jn 1, Acts 4, and frequently in LXX. 


20. 
mpoodaPopevos aitévy Mk viii. 32; Mt xvi. 22. 
mpoodapBava here only in Gospels; also Acts 5, Paul 5, and 
LXX 8, but never with exactly this meaning. 


ai. 
43n Spas moddjjs yevoperns . . . #8n Spa woddn Mk vi. 35; 9 Spa fon 
mapjrdev Mt xiv. 15. 
Spa, with this meaning of ‘ daytime’, apparently here only in 
N. T. (cf, however, Mk xi. 11). 


22. 


ov Preres eis mpdownov Mk xii. 14; Mt xxii. 16. 
Here only in N. T., and not in LXX, for 1 Sam xvi. 7 is not 
an exact parallel. Lk has the more usual ov AapBdvers mpdc- 
wmoy (Gal ii. 6 and LXX). 


23. 
ddypoverv Mk xiv. 13; Mt xxvi. 37. 
dSnpovéw in N. T. only here and Phil ii. 26. Not in LXX, but 
Aq. and Symm. 


(iii) In Mark and Luke :— 


I. 
pariopévoyv Mk v. 153; Lk viii. 35. 
izarifo here only in N. T.: not in LXX, nor elsewhere. 


2 
coppovotvra Mk v. 15; Lk viii. 35. 


coppovew here only in Gospels: also Paul 3, 1 Pet 1. Not 
in LXX. 
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3. 
karéchacey Mk vi. 41; Lk ix. 16 (Mt xiv. 19 has the more usual 
kAdaas). 


catax\dw here only inN.T.: LXX 1. 


4. 
dvdyaov Mk xiv. 15 ; Lk xxii. 12. 
Here only in N.T.: not in LXX. (émepgov is used for an 
‘upper room’, Acts 4; also LXX 24.) 


B. 
vi @re oxvdrets MK v. 353 peers oxvAde Lk viii. 40. 
oxtddo besides in N, T. only Lk vii. 6 (ui oxdAdov) and Mt ix. 36: 
not in LXX. In Classical Greek usually in a physical sense. 


6. 
pywoOyre Mk i. 25; Lk iv. 35. 
dius also Mt 2, Mk 1, Paul 2, 1 Pet 1: LXX 38. 


u. 
eis tes Mk xiv. 47; Lk xxii. 50. 
A remarkable case, 7/ rs is genuine in both places, for it is 
only found elsewhere in N, T. with a numeral in Lk vii. 19 ; 
Jn xi. 49; Acts xxiii. 23 and perhaps Mk xiv. 51: but 
WH bracket it in Mk xiv. 47, it being omitted by NAL 
and a few other authorities, 


(iv) In Matthew and Luke :— 


I. 
énwovotov Mt vi. 11; Lk xi. 3. 
éntovowos not elsewhere in N. T., nor in LXX, nor anywhere 
else. But perhaps this identity may be accounted for by 
liturgical use. 


oreovs Mt viii. 20; Lk ix. 58. 
godess here only in N. T.: not in LXX. 


3. 
katagknvoces Mt viii. 20; Lk ix. 58. 
caracknyoots here only in N.T.: LXX 5, but always of the 
temple or of the Divine Presence. 
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4. 
év yevynrois yuvarkov Mt xi. 113 Lk vii. 28. 
yevyyrés never elsewhere in N. T.: in LXX only yevyyrés yuvackds 
Job 5. 
5, 63, 
kdpos, doxés, each 3 times in Mt vii. 3-5; Lk vi. 41, 42. 
Both here only in N. T.: in LXX kdpqos 1, doxds 10. 


7. 
SiaPréecs Mt vii. 5 ; Lk vi. 42. 
&aBdérw besides in N. T. only Mk viii. 25: not in LXX. 


8. 
dmdovs Mt vi. 22; Lk xi. 34, 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 1, but more frequent in Aq., 
Symm., Theod. 


9. 
erwév Mt vi. 22; Lk xi. 34; also 36 dvs. 
3 3 
gborwés besides in N. T. only Mt xvii. 5: LXX 2. 


10. 
oxorwév Mt vi. 23; Lk xi. 34; also 36. 
oxorivés here only in N. T.: LXX. 16. 


II. 
cecapopevov Mt xii. 44 Lk xi. 25. 
capé besides in N. T. only Lk xv. 8: not in LXX. 


12, 
ixavis va . . . eloéAOns Mt viii. 8; Lk vii. 6. 
ixavéds with iva here only in N. T.: not in LXX. 


13. 
py PoBnOnre awd rdv Mt x. 28; Lk xii. 4. 
poBéoua dnd here only in N, T.: but in LXX 49 times (25 of 


them with zpocdémov) out of about 440 occurrences of the 
verb. 


' It is remarkable that, in this list these are the only cases found in the 
Sermons on the Mount and on the Level Place. 
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14. 
Sporoynce: ev enol. . . duodoynow kayo (Lk 6 vids rod dvépdrou épo- 
Aoyqcec) ev abro, Mt x. 32; Lk xii. 8. 
6poroyzw ev here only in N.T. (for the sense is different in 
Rom x. 9); and not inLXX. See J. H. Moulton, Gram., 
i. ro4, and Allen on Mt x. 32. 


15. 
iva pou tmd tiv aoréyyy cicéd\Ons Mt viii. 8; tva bd Thy oTeyny pou 
elaédOns Lk vii. 6. 
oréeyy besides in N. T. only Mk ii. 4: LXX 5. 


16. 
eimé Adyo Mt viii. 8; Lk vii. 7. 
There seems to be no close parallel to this dative in N.T.: 
Alford refers only to Gal vi. 11 ypdupaow éypaya. 


14. 
epypotrae Mt xii. 25; Lk xi. 14. 
€pnudw besides in N. T. only Rev 8: frequent in LXX. 


18. 
epdacev ef’ wpas Mt xii. 28; Lk xi. 20. 
$édve besides in N.T. only Paul 5: LXX 29: with én only 
Paul 1, LXX 6. 


C. Longer passages in which many words are identical. 


Here especially it should be borne in mind that in the 
earliest Christian days there was undoubtedly a habit and 
a power of accurate oral transmission, to which there is no 
parallel now. We therefore may not say of any closely 
similar passages that they cannot be thus accounted for. 
If however such passages as the following are examined 
together, as they may be, e.g.in Tischendorf’s Synopsis 
Evangelica, or, better still, in Rushbrooke’s Syxopticon, it 
seems difficult to believe that they owe nothing to a 
written Greek source. As to the narratives especially, it 


HAWKINS F 


66 Indications of Sources 


Pt. Il 


appears very unlikely that they could have been handed 
on so exactly without the use of documents, even if this 


was the case with the discourses. 


(i) Narratives (including sayings). 

Mk i. 16-20; Mt iv. 18-22: Calling of oe 
Andrew, tame and John . 

Mk i. 21-8; Lk iv. 31-7: The Demoniac in the 
Spaagepie at Capernaum . 7 ‘i 

Mk i. 40-4; Mt viii. 2-4; Lk v. 12-14: Bieanding 
of the Leper ‘ 

Mt vili.9, 10; Lk vii. 8, 9: The Cenarion? s Faith! 

Mk vi. 41; Mt xiv. 19; Lk ix. 16: ee the 
5,000 : ? 

Mk viii. 1-9; Mt xv. 32-9: . Reeve the 4,000 

Mk xiv. 32-4; Mt xxvi. 36-8: Gethsemane . 

Mk wk 48, 49; Mt xxvi. 55, 56: ‘Are ye come 

* &c. (cf. Lk xxii. 52, 53) 

re xv. 29-32; Mt xxvii. 39-44: Jesus mioeked on 

the Cross ; ‘ ; 5 : 


(ii) Discourses. 
Mk ii. 9, nos Mt ix. 5,6; Lk v. 23, 24: ‘ Whether 
is easier, ” &e, ‘ . : 
Mk ii. 19, 20; Mt ix. 15; Lk Vv. 34, sets ‘Can the 
children of the bridechamber,’ &c. 
Mk xiii. 19— 235 Mt xxiv. 21-5: ‘Shall be bile: 
tion, such as,’ &c. é : ; ‘ 
Mt xii. aie 28; Lk xi. 19, 20: ‘ By whom do your 
sons,’ &c. . : F . ‘ . . 
Mt xii, 41, 42; Lk xi. 31, 32: ‘The men of 
Nineveh’ and ‘the queen of the south’? : 
Mt xxiv. 43-51; Lk xii. 39-46: ‘If the master of 
the house had known,’ &c. i 


Tisch 
Syn. Ev. 
§ 


31 


32 


139 


95 


Synop- 
“tcon. 
Page 


Tit 


121 


10 


168 


The above are instances which have impressed the compiler 
of these lists, but there are other similarities as prolonged.’ 


1 This is the only non-Marcan narrative. 
* But with change of order. 


3 Some of them are named by Bacon, Introd. to N. T., p. 179 note. 
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From these ‘identities of language’, which seem all but 
unaccountable unless we admit some use of written Greek 
documents, we have now to turn to other phenomena, 


which point, at least as distinctly, to the influences of oral 
transmission.! 


SECTION II 
WORDS DIFFERENTLY APPLIED 


WE not infrequently find the same, or closely similar, 
words used with different applications or in different con- 
nexions, where the passages containing them are evidently 
parallel. How could these variations have arisen? Copy- 
ing from documents does not seem to account for them ;? 
but it is not at all difficult to see how they might have 
arisen in the course of oral transmission. Particular 
words might linger in the memory, while their position in 
a sentence was forgotten; and in some cases they might 
become confused with other words of similar sound. 


1 On the combined use of these two kinds of sources see p. 217. 

2 Ido not forget the valuable caution against making a priori assertions 
‘as to what a serious writer will do, or will not do, in the way of dealing 
with the documents which he embodies in his work’, which is supplied 
by the Rev. C. Plummer’s article in the Exposttor, July, 1889 (3rd Series, 
vol. x. pp. 23 ff.), entitled ‘A Mediaeval Illustration of the Documentary 
Theory of the Origin of the Synoptic Gospels’, But after carefully 
examining his illustrations of the freedom which mediaeval chroniclers 
allowed themselves in adapting, altering, and combining the MSS. which 
lay before them, I still hold that the numerous instances of ‘ words differently 
applied’ which I have collected in this Section (though Mr. Plummer does at 
the bottom of p. 28 give one interesting parallel to them), and the ‘ trans- 
positions’ which I have collected in the next Section, are, on the whole and 
when taken together, inexplicable on any exclusively documentary theory. 
See Moffatt’s Historical N. T.', p. 616, notes; also E. D. Burton, Principles 
of Literary Criticism, &c., pp. 20-2, referring to the literary methods 
(1) of N. T. writers as to quotations from O. T., (2) of the author of the 
Appendix to Mark, (3) of Tatian in his Diatessaron ; and Hobson, The Diat. 
of Tatian and the Synoptic Problem (Chicago, 1904), especially pp. 10 and 

ff. 
ae Some of the cases are such as might be ‘clerical errors’, arising either 
in the first MSS. or more probably afterwards, if the scribes wrote from 
dictation. ‘The ear would not always be a certain guide to the sense. One 
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Special attention will here be called to words of these 
kinds by the use of thick type. 
We may trace such variations :— 

A. In the reports of the sayings of Jesus (though on the 
whole these are more accordant than any other 
parts of the Synoptic Gospels). 

B. In the attribution of the same, or very similar, words 
to different speakers. 

C. In the use of the same, or very similar, words as part of 
a speech and as part of the Evangelist’s narrative. 

D. In the rest of the Synoptic narratives. 


The cases which seem to the present compiler most 
forcible will, as a rule, be placed first in the four lists ; but 
no stress is to be laid on this order. 


A. In the reports of the sayings of Jesus. 


I. 


Mk iv. 19 émOupia eioropevd- | Lk viii, 14 obra... mopeudpevor 


Pevat ouvmviyouci roy Adyor. ourtviyovTat. 
(Mt xiii, 22 cuvmviye rév 
Adyov.) 
2. 
Mk xii. 20 otk adijxey oméppa. Mt xxii. 25 yy éxov onéppa aij- 
i pb May EX ppa dpi 
Kev THY ‘yuvaika adrod, 
ze 


Mk xiii. 9, 10... eis | Mt xxiv. 14 kai xnpu-| Lk xxi. 13... arofi- 
Paptuptov airois. kal] xOnoerat... eis pap-| cera tpiv eis papTu- 
els mdvra Ta €Oyn ...| TUptov macw Tois Ove-| prov. 
bet knpuxOnvac Krd, aw. (Cf. also x. 18, 

which more nearly 
resembles Mk xiii. 9.) 
Thus the words ets papriptov have different applications in all 
three Gospels. 


word would sometimes be mistaken for another of similar sound but different 
meaning.’—G. L. Cary, The Synoptic Gospels, p. 334. 
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4. 
Mk xiii, 14 Stay d3¢] Mt xxiv. 15 Stay odv|Lk xxi. 20 8rav dé 


Wyre 1rd BddAvypa tis | Wyte 7d PSAvypa tHs| Wyte... yodre sre 
Epnpdceas, Epnpoceas. Hyytcey 1) Epypwars 
airs. 


€pnpwors is used here only in N, T. 
5. 


Mt x. 27 6 Néyw tpiv év rq oxotia, | Lk xii. 3 daa ev TH oxotla elmare, 


» - i 
elmate ev t6 hari? Kai d eis TS ev TS Pott axouOyjceTat, Kal 6 


ods Gkovete, knpigare em Tav mpos TO 00s éeAadnoare ey Tois 
Swpdtov. Tapelots, KnpuxOnoerar emt TOV 
Swpdruv. 

These two sayings are assigned to different occasions by Mt 
and Lk, Mt giving them in a charge to ‘the twelve’, and Lk 
in an address to ‘disciples’, which starts from a warning 
against hypocrisy ; but the immediate contexts are the same 
in both Gospels. 

6. 
Mt xii. 33 ) mwowjoarte 7d Sévdpov | Lk vi. 43 0d yap %orw dév8pov 
kadov kal Tov kapréy avrov Kaddp, Kady ToLody Kaprév campdr, ovde 
 Toujoate 1d dévdpoy campy mdAdw dévdpov campoy Tovodv Kap- 
mov kaddv, And so moet twice 
and zoey once in Mt vil. 17, 


18. 


kat Tov kaprépy adtod aampér. 


See also in Doublets. 


Mt v. 45 ows yevnode vioi xrh. Lk vi. 35 kat dora 6 probds tpar 
Mt v. 46 riva proddr éexere ; moNvs, Kat éoeabe viol Krr. 
Lk vi. 32 mola tpiv xdpis éortiv ; 


See also Transposition, p. 78. 


8. 
Mt xxiii. 26 @apioaie rupdé, kabd- | Lk xi. 40, 41 dppoves, ody 6 mou- 
Pp ? , Poves, OVX 
piooy mparov T6 évTds Tov Torn- cas TO efw0ev kai Td eowbev 


piov [xal rijs mapowidos], iva émoinoe ; mAQY Th evovta 8dre 


éynrat kat TO €kTOs ai’ToU Ka- 
‘sey 


Oapsév. 


kabapéds is only used twice 


Mt v. 8; xxvii. 59). 


» , yor 
€Aenuoovyyy, kal (dod mavra Ka- 


Capa ipiv eoriv. 


besides by the Synoptists (viz. 
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9. 

Mt x. 25... dpxerdy 7 padnri | Lk vi. qo. . . karnptiopévos bé 
iva yérnrat @3 6 Si8doKados nas éorae Os 6 8i8doKahos 
adtod, adtod, 

10. 


Mk xiv. 8 8 goyev emotnoev’ mpo- | Mt xxvi. 12 Badovaa. . . rd pipoy 


- 
édaBev pupicar. . . els tov év- +. mpos TO evragudout pe EToin- 


, 
tadiacper, oev, 


Il. 


Mk xi. 3 kai €0@ds adtév dto- 
oreAXer mddw de. 


Mt xxi. 3 €60ds 6€ dmooredet 


adrous. 





In Mk these words are apparently meant to be said by the 
disciples to the owner of the colt as a promise that it 
should be returned: in Mt they are a prediction of the 
promptness with which the request would be granted. See 
also p. 120. 


12 (?). 
rey on : 
ovde Toy maTépa TUS 


Mt xi. 27... 


emeytvacket, 


Lk x. 22 obdels yuwdoxe tis cory 


© ray , > & X 
0 vlogs... TS €OTLY O TATHP... 


13 (?). 
Mk ii. 28 mdpra age- | Mt xii. 31, 32 maca 


Onoerat Tors ulois TOY | dpapria kal BLacgnula 


évOpdmwv ta auapry- 
pata kat ai Bracdn- 


pia Krr. 





apeOjncerat trois dvopa- 
soa an 
mos... kal os éay 
”" ’ A a 
eit Adyov Kata TOO 
See 
viod Tod dvOpérrou, 
dpeOnoerat aire, 





Lk xii. 10 Kat mas és 
> tal , > .Y cy 
epet Adyov els Tov uidv 
t00 dvOpuou, apeby- 


cerat aiT@. 


The plural ‘sons of men’ is noticeable as being used in N. T. 
only here and in Eph iii, 5; but often in LXX, e.g. 
Gen xi. 5; Ps iv. 33 lvii. (Iviii.) 2. (It occurs in the first 
Oxyrhynchus Sayings of Jesus, No. III.) See Dr. Abbott in 
Ene. Brit. x. 792; Schmiedel in Lnc. Bibi. ii. 1848 (2), 
where a deliberate alteration by Mk is suggested; Drummond 
in J. Z. S., ii. 551. 
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B. The attribution of the same, or very similar, words 
to different speakers. 


I. 

In Mk xv. 36 dere i8wpev is said by the man who brings the 
vinegar: in Mt xxvii. 49 des Wwpev is said by of Aowol. (See 
J. H. Moulton, Gram. of N. T., i. 175.) 


2 

In Mk x. 3 Jesus asks the Pharisees tt (= ‘ what’) Opty éverei- 
Aaro Mauofjs : in Mt xix. 7 they ask Him ri (= ‘ why’) ody Mavofs 
évetethato Ka, 

3: 

In Mt xxi. 41 dmodéoer (rods yewpyous) xrd. is a reply from the 
hearers of the parable: in Mk xii.9; Lk xx. 16 it is the answer 
given by Jesus to His own question. 


4: 

In Mt xix. 20 the young ruler asks ri gre GotepS: in Mk x, 21 
Jesus says to him év oe éotepet (and so Lk xviii. 22 én év oo 
Aetrret). 

5. 

In Mk vi. 16; Mt xiv. 2 Herod himself says, in Lk ix. 7 others 
have said (Sujréper did 75 déyeoOar brd rwév), that John was risen 
from the dead. (But see Field, Mores on Transl. of N. T., on 
Mk vi. 14, where WH have éAcyov.) 


6. 

In Mt viii. 8 the centurion himself says (dzoxpieis &py), in 
Lk vii. 6 his friends say as a message from him, the words which 
show his great faith. 

Ts 

In Mt xviii. 21 Peter asks how often he shall forgive, and 
whether until seven times (Zas éwtdxis ;): in Lk xvii. 4 Jesus tells 
the disciples to forgive seven times (€wrdxts). 


8. 


In Mt vii. 14 the mention of éAcyor of forms part of a warning 
given by Jesus: in Lk xiii. 23 it forms part of a question put to 
Him. 
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C. The use of the same, or very similar, words as part 
of a speech and as part of the Evangelist’s narrative. 


I. 


In Lk iv. 43 Jesus says edayyeMoacOat pe dei thy Bacielay rod 
Gcod: in Mt iv. 23 He is spoken of as knpvccwy 7d edayyévov THs 
Baotreias. 


2. 
In Lk viii. 46 Jesus says eyo yap eyvev Sdvapiw éfehndubutay dn’ 
éuov: in Mk v. 30 the Evangelist says of Him émuyvods ev éavre thy 
€& abrov Sivapww é€eodcar. 


3. 

In Mt xxvi. 1, 2 Jesus says ofSare dre peta S00 tpépas 16, racxa 
yiverats in Mk xiv. 1; Lk xxii. 1 the Evangelists speak of the feast 
as approaching (Mk pera 8vo hpepas). 


4. 

In Mt xviii. 1 the disciples come and ask Jesus tis dpa petLav: 
in Mk ix. 34; Lk ix. 46 the Evangelists state that they had been, 
or were, disputing among themselves as to Tis pe(Lov. 


5s 
In Mt xix. 24 Jesus says wddw 8é héyw Guiv: in Mk x. 24 the 
Evangelist writes 6 8€ "Ijcods maédw droxpiBeis Neyer abrois. 


6. 


o 


In Mk xiv. 49 it seems that Jesus says dX’ va mAnpwbdow al 
ypadat: in Mt xxvi. 56 the Evangelist adds rodro 8€ ddov yéyovev iva, 
TAnpwldaw at ypahat ray mpopyrav. 

Other such cases may be seen by comparing Mk i. 37 with 
Lk iv. 42; Mt x. 7 with Lk ix. 2; Mk iii, 30 with 
Lk xi. 18; Mk xiv. 23 with Mt xxvi. 27; Mk ix. 9, 
Mt xvii. 9 with Lk ix. 36 (i.e. the command to the 
Apostles to be silent with the fact of their silence about 
the Transfiguration). 
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D. Variations in the rest of the Synoptic narratives. 


I. 


Mt iii. 5 é£emopevero mpds adrov... 


waoa i weplxwpos Tod *lopddvov. 


2 
Mk vi. 19, 20 ‘Hpwdids . .. #Oedev 
adtév diroKtelvat, Kal ove 7dv- 
vato’ 6 yap “Hpwdns époBetro 


Lore 
tov Iwayny, 


Mk xvi. 73 Mt xxviii. 7 mpodyet 
Guds eis thy Tadalav. 





Lk iti. 3 kat #AGev eis macay Tepi- 
Xpor Tod “lopSdvou. 


Mt xiv. 5 [‘Hp@dys] . . . O€Xav 
adrov daoktetvar epoByOy roy 
éxNov. 


Lk xxiv. 6 ponoOnre ds eAdAnoev 
piv ere dy ev tH PadtAala. 


4. 


Mk xvi. 7 xadas etre Spiv. 


Mt xxviii. 7 iSod etrov Spiv. 


WH suggest that eiwov is perhaps a primitive error for efmev. 


5: 


Mk vi. 48 iSav adrovs Bacanto- 
pévous ev Te eAavvew, fv yap 6 
avepos éevartios avrois. 

6 

Mk x. 17, 18; Lk xviii. 18, 19 
diWdokare dyabé, ri roujcw (Lk 


momoas) ... Ti pe Aéyers dyaOdr ; 





Mt xiv. 24 76 d€ mAoiov.. . Baca- 
vilduevov tnd tov Kupdtor, jy 


yap évavtios 6 dvepos. 


Mt xix. 16, 17 d:ddoxade, ré dya- 
Ody moujow ... Th pe Epwrds rept 


Tov dyabod ; 


q. 


Mk xiv. 71 otk ofSa trav | Mt xxvi. 7 
&vOpwirov rovrov by 


héyete. 


The vocative dvOpame occurs 


elsewhere in N. T. (pp. 16, 


Tov &vOpwrrov. 


4 ov« ofda| Lk xxii. 60 dvOpwre, 


ovk oiba & héyers. 


in Lk 4, Paul 3, Jam 1, and not 
36). 


8. 


Mk xi. 10 dcavvd . . . eddoynuévn 
9 €pxopevn Baotdreia Tod maTpos 
npav Aaueld, 


Lk has no mention of Aaveisd. 


Mt xxi. 9 dcawd rh vid Aaueld. 
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g. 


Mk xv. 17 wepitiOdaow aire mré- 


Eavres dxdvOwov arepavov, 


Mt xxvii. 28 yAapvda xoxkivny 
mepr€Onxay avre, cal mrcEavres 


orépavoy kth. 


Cf. also evdu8soxovow in Mk with éxdvcavres in Mt. 


10 
Mk xv. 21; Lk xxiii. 26... 
Sipava .. . épxsmevov dn’ dypov. 


If 

Mk iii, 8 dxovovtes doa moet HABaY 
mpos adrdv, 

12 

Mk v. 3 tH Karolkyow efyev év 


Tois pyjpacw. 


Mk v. 4 oddels toxuev adrov Sapd- 


oa. 


4 

Mk i. 23 xal dvéxpaev. 

Mk i. 26 govicay duvy peyodn 
efnddev €& avrod. 





15 
Mk vi. 
drexepddica “Iwdyny,| "Iwdyys 6 


a as 
obtos nyepOn. 


16 


Mk vi. 20 “Hpgdys . . . dxovoas 


avrod ToAAG Hrrdper. 


17 
Mk xv. 37 ddels Gov peyddnv 


pie 
e€émvevoev. 





13. 


autos nyépOn KTA. 


Mt xxvii. 32 eLepxspevor dé etpov 


«4. Sipova. 


Lk vi. 17 qAOav dxoicat adrod 


kal laOnvat Krd. 


Lk viii. 27 év otkia odk eyevev 


GAN ey trois pynpacww. 


Mt viii. 28 dore py ioydew teva 


mapedOetv. 


Lk iv. 33 «al dvéxpagev ova 
peyddn. 

[Lk mentions no cry after the 
command gipeéyr. | 


16 dv éyo| Mt xiv. 2 obtés eorw| Lk ix. g “Iwdrny eyd 


Banrioris'| dmexepddioa’ tis 8é 


> a 
€otTw ouTos TX. 


Lk ix. 7 ‘Hp@dns . . . den mdper bia 
TO NeyeoOar tnd Twav KTA, 

[Lk does not give the part of 
the narrative in which Mk 
uses Ardpet. | 


Mt xxvii. 50 xpdéas gov@ peyddy 
apykey TO mvevpa, 
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18. 
Mk v. 24 kai heodovder adtGdxdos | Mt ix. 19 Kal eyepbeis 6 "Incois 
monvs, kal ouveOdtBov adrév. Hkodovber adtg, kal of padnral 
adrov, 
19. 
Mt iv. 13 @dOdv katdanoe eis | Lk iv. 31 katqdOev es Kadap- 
Kagapvaovp, vaovp. 
20, 
Mt xi. 12 9 Baowdecia rv ovpavdy | Lk xvi. 16 4 Bactdela rod cod 
BidLetor, cai Bracral dpmdtovow ebayyedicerat, kal mas eis abriy 
aurny. BidLerar. 


Lk’s is the general classical use of the verb (see instances in 
Thayer, and Lid, and Sc.). 


2i. 
Mk i. 45 6 S¢ ekeAOdy fp€aro.. , | Lk v. 15 Stypyero Sé paddov 6 
Stadyuice tov Aéyov. Aoyos mepi avrod, 
There must also have been similarity in sound between #pEaro 
and -npxero. 


22. 

Mk ix. 6 od yap 7c ri] Mt xvii. 6 kat dxov-| Lk ix. 34 éboBhOyoar 
drroxptOj" ExpoBor yap | TvTES [ry poviy]...! 32 ev T@ eloedOeiv ad- 
éyévovro. EpoBnOnoav odddpa. | Tods eis rHv vepeAnv. 

Thus. the ‘fear’ is placed at three different points in the 
narrative by the three writers. 


23. 
MK v. 31 Bdémets tov dxdov ouv- | Lk viil. 45 of dydor ouvexouoiv ce 
OdtBovTa ce. kat amoO\(Bouow. 
This, however, is only a different arrangement of parts of 
words. 
24. 
Mk vi. 3 ody obrds eorw 6 téxtwv, | Mt xiii. 55 odx obrds cori 6 Tob 
6 ulds Tis Maptas ...; TEKTOVOS Uids ; OVX 7) pITHP avTOU 
héyerar Mapiap ...; Cf. Lk 
iv. 22. 


But there is another explanation of this variation; see below 
on Mark, p. 119. Also see Luc, Brb1., ii. 2598. 
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25. 
Mk i. 38... els todto yap | Lk iv. 43... dre emi Todto 
é&nA Bor, dneotdadny. 

This instance is placed here on the assumption that éfj\@ov in 
Mk i. 38 must be used as in verse 35 and merely with 
reference to that departure (é&jAéev) from Capernaum, and 
not as in Jn xvi. 27, 28. So both Gould and A. B. Bruce, 
an loc.; Plummer considers this interpretation ‘ inadequate’, 
but not impossible (Comm. on Lk iv. 43); and see Swete on 

Mk i. 38. 


Among many other instances which have been collected 
and examined, but dismissed as not sufficiently certain or 
definite for inclusion under any of the above four head- 
ings, the following may be worth mention as perhaps 
deserving further consideration :—(a) Mk iii. 12; Mt xii. 
16, where the charge of Jesus ‘that they should not make 
him known’ is in Mark addressed to the unclean spirits 
who had confessed Him as Son of God (so also Mk i. 25, 
34; Lk iv. 41), but in Matthew to the many persons who 
had been healed by Him; (4) Mk iv. 17; Lk viii. 12, 
where ¢iza (a word used only once besides by the Synop- 
tists) is applied to different matters; (¢) Mk vi. 35; Lk 
ix. 12, where the 6r: introducing the mention of the 
‘desert place’ is in Mark recitative, in Luke causal; (¢) 
in Mk xiv. 35; Mt xxvi. 39, the application of wapéA@y and 
mapeAOdrw to the ‘hour’ and the ‘cup’ respectively ; (e) in 
Mk xiv. 39; Mt xxvi. 44, the employment of the phrase 
tov avtov dédyov einéy with reference to the second and to 
the third respectively of the prayers in Gethsemane; 
(f) amexpivato otdév used in Mk xiv. 61; Mt xxvii. 12; 
Lk xxiii. 9, of the silences before the High Priest, Pilate 
and Herod respectively (this first aorist middle being used 
besides only in Lk iii. 16; Jn v.17,19; Acts iii. 12 instead 
of the far more common passive forms dmexpt6n, &c.") ; (g) the 


1 In LXX it is proportionately still rarer, being used only four or five 
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introduction of ‘the sword’ in Mk xiv. 47; Mt xxvi. 51 
compared with that in Lk xxii. 49; (4) Mk xv. 9; Mt 
XXVii. 17, 21 Oé€Aere Gaodvow compared with Lk xxiii. 20 
Oédwv drodtoa, where Luke alone gives Pilate’s own wish, 
but omits his question as to the wish of the people ; (2) the 
verb dvace(w used with different applications in Mk xv. 11 
and Lk xxiii. 5, but nowhere else in N. T., nor in LXX 
(but in Aq. and Symm.); (£) mavras applied in Mk i. 32 to 
those who were brought to Jesus, and in Mt viii. 16 to those 
who were healed by Him (cf. Lk iv. 40, and see p, 117, 
below) ; (2) the different locations of éxe? in Mt xxvii. 36 
and Lk xxiii. 33 ; (wz) the applications of the word wornpdv 
in Mt v. 11 and Lk vi. 22 respectively ; (7) perhaps also éx 
vedtyntos in Mk x. 20; Lk xviii. 21 compared with veavicxos 
in Mt xix. 20, 22. Such variant utilizations of the same 
or similar expressions in parallel passages may seem trifling 
when regarded separately, and some of them may be 
accidental; but on the whole, and when taken together 
with the more important instances on the preceding pages, 
they convey an impression of having arisen in the course 
of oral transmission, during which (as often happens) the 
round of the words adhered to the speaker’s mind more 
distinctly than the recollection of their original position and 
significance. 


SECTION III 


TRANSPOSITIONS OF THE ORDER OF WORDS AND 
SENTENCES 


THE influence of oral transmission is suggested by trans- 
positions even more forcibly than by the variations collected 
in Section II, though the number of the former is much 
smaller. There is nothing to make copyists and compilers 
likely to invert, either intentionally or accidentally, the 


times (Ex xix. 19; 3 Ki ii. 1; 1 Chro x. 13; Ezek ix. 11; also dvranexpi- 
vayro in Judg v. 29). 
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order of the materials before them, whatever omissions or 
abbreviations or adaptations they may make in dealing 
with those materials; but such inversions would take place 
naturally and easily in the course of memoriter narration 
and instruction.? 

The most important transpositions may be arranged in 
five classes :— 


A. Transpositions of order in Mark and Matthew. 


1. Mk vii. 6-13; Mt xv. 3-9: the quotation from Is xxix. 13 
and the reference to Corban. 

2, Mk ix. 12,13; Mt xvii. 12: the rejection of the Son of Man 
and of ‘ Elijah’? 

3. Mk x. 3-93 Mt xix. 4-8: the references to the permission of 
divorce by Moses and to Gen i. 27. 


B. Transpositions of order in Matthew and Luke. 


1. Mt iv. 5-10; Lk iv. 5-12: the second and third temptations. 

2. Mtv. 40; Lk vi. 29: xerov and ipdrioy, 

3. Mt v. 42, 44; Lk vi. 30, 27, 28: ‘Give to him that asketh,’ 
&c., and ‘ Love your enemies and pray for’, &c. 

4. Mt v. 45-7; Lk vi. 35, 32, 33: sonship to God who is kind 
to good and evil, and ‘ What thank (or reward) have ye?’ 

5. Mt vi. 20; Lk xii. 33: ‘moth’ and ‘thief’ (Lk omits‘ rust’). 

6. Mt vii. 16; Lk vi. 44: ‘grapes’ and ‘figs’. 

4. Mt viii. 21 f.; Lk ix. 59 f.: the command ‘ Follow me’, and 
the aspirant’s plea for delay. 

8. Mt xi. 12, 13; Lk xvi. 16: the kingdom of heaven suffering 
violence (@id¢erar), and the law and the prophets being ‘ until 
John’? 

9. Mt xii. 34, 35; Lk vi. 45: ‘Out of the abundance of the 
heart,’ &c., and ‘ The good man out of the good treasure’, &c. 


1 Cf. Wright, Some N. T. Problems, pp. 91, 136f., and his St. Luke, p. xxii. 

2? The passage thus becomes much clearer and easier in Mt than in Mk 
(see p. 124). 

8 Lk’s order seems to be the better, and to be more suitable to the context 
in Mt than Mt’s own order is, (Cf. Harnack, Sayings of Jesus, E. T., p. 16.) 
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10. Mt xii. 41, 42; Lk xi. 31, 32: ‘the men of Nineveh’ and 
‘the queen of the south’. 

tr. Mt xviii. 6,7; Lk xvii. 1, 2: the millstone round the neck, 
and the necessity for offences. 

Also compare the order in Mt xi. 21-4 with that in Lk x. 12-1 
as to Sodom and Tyre, and note the different positions of Mt xii. 
43-5 and Lk xi. 24-6. 

The transpositions of order in Mk and Lk are merely small 
matters of arrangement not worth recording. 


C. Mark and Matthew agree, against Luke, as to order. 


1. In Mk vi. 44; Mt xiv. 21 the number 5,000 is given after, in 
LK ix. 14 defore, the account of the feeding. 

2. In Mk xiv. 12; Mt xxvi. 17 the disciples ask ‘Where wilt 
thou that we make ready’ defore, in Lk xxii. 9 after, they are told 
to go and prepare the Passover. 

3. According to the shorter text preferred by WH in Lk xxii. 
17-19, the cup is given Jefore the bread at the Last Supper, and 
not afer it as in Mk and Mt2 

4. In Mk xiv. 18; Mt xxvi. 21 the prediction of betrayal is 
given defore, in Lk xxii. 21 after, the institution of the Lord’s 
Supper. 

5. In Mk xiv. 29-31; Mt xxvi. 33-5 Peter’s denial is foretold 
after, in Lk xxii. 33, 34 defore, the departure from the supper room. 

6. In Mt xxvii. 51; Mk xv. 38 the rending of the veil of the 
temple is recorded after, in Lk xxiii. 45 defore, the death of Jesus. 


D. Mark and Luke agree, against Matthew, as to order. 


1. In Mt viii. 26 the disciples are rebuked for want of faith 
before, in Mk iv. 36, 40; Lk. vili. 24, 25 after, the stilling of the 
storm. 

2. In Mt xiii. 12 ‘ Whosoever hath, to him’, &c., is placed defore, 
in Mk iv. 25; Lk viii. 18 it is placed after, the explanation of the 
Parable of the Sower. 


1 If with Tischendorf and the English Revisers we adhere to the longer 
and better known text, we have also a transposition to note; for the saying 
‘T will not drink from henceforth’, &c., occurs in Mk xiv. 25 and Mt xxvi. 29 
after, but in Lk xxii. 18 before, the institution of the Lord’s Supper. (In the 
shortened text of Lk, it occurs between the two parts of that institution.) 
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E. Matthew and Luke agree, against Mark, as to order. 

1. In Mt iii. rz, 12; Lk iii. 16 ‘I indeed baptize you with 
water ’, &c., comes Before, in Mk i. 7, 8 it comes afer, the description 
of Jesus as ‘ He that is mightier than I’, &c. 

The above are only the principal cases of transposition. 
Other and briefer instances may be conveniently examined 
in Veit’s Die synoptischen Parallelen, or in Wright’s Syzopsis 
of the Gospels in Greek. They are particularly character- 
istic of St. Luke’s Passion-narrative, and as such are fully 
dealt with in the forthcoming volume of Studies in the 
Synoptic Problem referred to below (p. 108, note). 


SECTION IV 
DOUBLETS 


THE ‘doublets’, or repetitions of the same or closely 
similar sentences in the same Gospel, are of great value 
in supplying hints as to the sources and composition of the 
Gospels, especially when a comparison can be made with 
parallels in one or two other Gospels, which is fortunately 
the case in most instances (viz. Nos. 1-20 in Matthew and 
all the 11 in Luke). These doublets will therefore be 
brought together here, with a few comments pointing out 
their bearing upon the Synoptic Problem.! Most of them 
contain sayings of Jesus only, but in Matthew there are four 
pairs of narrative passages which may also rank as doublets 
(Nos. 15-18). 

The doublets, or two passages taken from the same 
Gospel, are marked A and B, and are placed in the same 
column. And the passages from different Gospels which 

1 Only one addition to the list (No. 8 in Luke) has been made in the 
second edition. For I have thought it best to restrict the name ‘ doublet’ 
to such important cases as are collected here, and not to include under it 
smaller similarities (see pp. 99, 106), as some other writers would do. See, 


for instance, Badham, Formation of the Gospels, pp. 12 ff. It is interesting to 
compare the doublets in Tatian, as collected by Hobson, of. cit., pp. 69-74. 
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occur in parallel places (or very nearly so) in the narratives, 
are placed opposite to one another. Thus the arrangement 
of the passages themselves is quite independent of any 
hypothesis or theory, though the ‘two-document hypo- 
thesis’ is referred to in some of the comments. 

No attempt has been made to illustrate by various types 
and colours the amounts of resemblance and difference 
between the parallel passages in the different Gospels. 
This has been done in Rushbrooke’s Synopticon, to which 
students must be referred for the verification of most of 
the following remarks, unless they will go through the 
very instructive process of marking for themselves the 
resemblances, &c., in a Greek Harmony, such as Tischen- 
dorf’s Synopsis Evangelica. But Synopticon does not 
denote the words that are peculiar to similar passages zz 
the same Gospel, so such words are here printed in thick 
type. And this last matter is of course an important one, 
because of its bearing on that use of their own favourite 
expressions by the three writers, which occupied us in 
Part I of this book. 


On the whole I think the evidence from the doublets will 
be found to point in these three directions :— 

1. Doublets in Matthew Nos. 2, 7, 10 (cf. also 1, 11, 12) 
and doublets in Luke Nos, 2 and 7 suggest the general 
use of two sources (probably Marcan and Logian).! 

2. But doublets in Matthew Nos. 3, 5, 6, and perhaps 17, 
show the occasional use of the same source twice over. 

3. Doublets in Matthew Nos. 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 
doublet in Luke No. 10 seem to show that freedom 
of editors in using their own phraseology which has 
just been referred to. 


1 For I venture still to retain the useful adjective Logian as a means of 
referring to the source (mainly consisting of sayings) which is known to us 
through Mt and Lk only, and which is now (1909) called Q much more 
often than Logia (see p. 107). 
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4. Doublets in Matthew Nos. 8, 11, 13 and doublet in 
Luke No. 10 contain divergences between Matthew 
and Luke which may perhaps imply the use of 
a ‘special source’ by the latter. 

5. But the absence of triplets (except as shown in the 
brief saying on p. 106) seems to indicate that there 


were only two main sources. 


Doublets in Matthew. 


No. 


Mt A. 
Mt v. 29, 30 et 8€ 6 dpdadpds cov 
ia ‘ , » 

6 Sefds oxavdadife oe, ekehe 
airov kat Béde amd God, oup- 
- 4 ov > Li a 2 
Peper yap ool wa amdAntat ev TwMY 

e fs ite oe 
peA@y cou kal py Gdov To capa 
cov BAnO7 eis yéevvav? kai ef 7 
beEid gov yelp oxavdadifer ce, 
€xxoov adryy kal Bade ard cod, 

td a a a 
aupépe ydp oot iva drddnrat 
a n a ‘3 3 ih \ 
€y Toy ped@v oov kal py Odov Td 


es se oe 
oGpd cov eis yéevvav amédOn, 


Mt B. 
Mt xviii. 8, g et 8€ 4 yelp cov 7} 
6 movs cov oxavdadrife oe, &k- 
cowov abréy Kat Bdde dd cod: 
kaddv gol ati eloedOeiv els Thy 
Conv Kuddbv 4 xoAdv, 7 Svo xeipas 
i Ovo mé8as exovra BANOnvat eis 
ae a eee , os 
To mip TO aiwyorv, kal ef 6 
6pOarpss cov ckavdadifer ce, 
é£eXe airov Kal Bdde dd ood" 
kadév coi €or povdpbadpoy eis 
tiv Can eicedbeiv, 7) So opOad- 
1 Beck ly aca ie ed 
pots €xovra BAnOqnvat eis THY yéev- 


vay Tov Tupds. 





I. 


Mk ix. 43, 45, 47 kal édy oxavda- 


Non ce 9 xelp cov, dndxowvov 
kvAdoy 


eicenOeiy eis tiv Cony i} Tas dvo 


aitny’ Kaddv éativ ce 
xeipas ¢xovra dmedOciv cis thy 
yéevvay, eis TO TOP TO GoBeatoy, 
kal dav 6 mous cou ckavdanrity oe, 
dnéxowoy abtév' xadév éariv ce 
eloeAOctv cis thy Cony xeoddr 
tots bvo modas exovra BAnOjva 
eis THY yeevvav, Kat av 6 dpOah- 
pds cov oxavdadi(n oe, exBadre 
abrov' Kadév o€ eat povddbadr- 
pov ciaedOciv eis thy Bacudelav 
tod Oeod i) duo épOadpovs exovra 


BrnOjvat eis yéevvav. 
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Mt B, which is parallel in position to Mk,! is much more similar 
to it than is Mt A (which may probably be Logian). In A there 
are hardly twenty words or parts of words, in B there are more 
than fifty, which agree with the language of Mk, an excess which is 
only partially caused by the greater length of the passage : observe 
also specially the addition of deguds, de&id in A only, and its inver- 
sion of the order of the eye and hand, besides its omission of the 
foot. 

It will be seen that a few words are printed in thick type as 
peculiar to A and B, but, though worth notice, they are not very 
important, or distinctive, especially as in the case of the eye &£ede 

. kal Bde has to be compared with Mk’s &ane. 

See Bacon’s Sermon on the Mount, pp. 140-3. 


No. 2. 


Mt A. 

Mt v. 32 éyd 8é Adyw Spiv ore 
mas 6 dmodvwv Ti yuvaixa abtod 
mapextos Adyou Topvetas moet 
abriy potxevOnval, kal ds dav 
drodedupevny yapnon potxarat |, 

Lk xvi. 18 mas 6 drodtov ri 
yuvaika atrov kal yapev érépay 
poryever, kal 6 dmoAeAvperny amd 


dvbdpés yapav pouxever.” 


Mt B. 

Mt xix. 9 héyw 8é Guty Ste bs dy | Mk x. 11, 12 és dv dodvon tip 
drodion THY yvuvaika adrod pH yevaixa abrov kal yaunon aAdAnv 
am, , ‘ - a 4 pak | a 4 3. > ‘ 
émt Twopveta kai ‘yaunon adAnv potxarat én’ adrny, kal édy adty 
potxarat drodtcaca tov avdpa_ avris 





yapnon Gddov powxarat, 


In the form of the sentence Mt A corresponds with Lk and 
Mt B with Mk, as appears in was 6 drodvwy and in the whole of the 
second clause. Probably therefore the latter have their source in 


1 In these comments the abbreviations Mt, Mk, Lk are often used for ‘ the 
above passage from Mt’, &c. 

2 It isto be observed that the preceding verse is parallel to the apparently 
Logian Mt v. 18 which stands at the commencement of the contrast between 
old and new, of which the subject of adultery forms one. 


G2 
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the Marcan, and the former in the Logian document, though they 
are differently placed in Mt and Lk, as we shall see to be the case 
more often than not with presumably Logian sayings (pp. 108 ff.). 

Yet Lk resembles B and Mk in the mention of marrying another 
(Lk érépay as so often, B and Mk @ddnv). And the whole difficult 
matter is further complicated by differences of reading: see 
especially WH mg of B, and observe that the words in A which 
are bracketed by WH form a strongly attested Western omission 
(om. D, ab k, codd. Gr. et Lat. ap. Aug.). On Mk see Swete, and 
Menzies, Zhe Earliest Gospel, i loc. and Jilicher, Znir. to N. T., 
E. T., p. 323. 

Observe the very important exception as to mopyela among the 
purely Matthaean points. Wright in Synops7s?, p. 99, and Allen 7 
Joc., are among many writers who regard it as an editorial or later 
interpolation in both places. 


No. 3. 
Mt A. 

Mt vii. 16-18 dad trav xaprév 
atrév éntyvooecOe atrovs' pyre 
avdXéyovow dd dravdv ora- 
gudds } amd rtpiBdrAwv cika ; 
otra av dévdpov ayabév xaprovs 
kadovs rotel, To S€ campdv Sévdpov 
kaprrovs movnpovs motel” ob diva- Lk vi. 43-5 od yap eorw devdpov 


rat SevOpov dyabéy kaprrovs movy- kaXdv truoty Kaprov campdr, obdé 

povs éveykeiv, obd¢ Sévdpov campiv mddwv d€évdpov carpdy mototv Kap- 
‘ ‘ * ‘ Xr 4 o ny 8 , 3, 

kapmrovs Kadovs Tovely, mov Kaddv. exaotov yap dévdpov 


é€x tod idfov Kaprod ywaokerat 
od yap €& dxavOdv ovdAdéeyovow 
aixa, ovdé ék Barov orapvaAny 
Tpvyaow, 6 dyabds avOpwros éx 


Tov dyabov Onoavpod ris xapSias 


Mt B. mpopépe 7d ayabsy, kai 6 movnpos 

Mt xii. 33-5  moujoate rd Sév- €k Tod movnpou mpoéper TO movy- 

Spov kadov kai tov Kaprov abrod pov’ éx yap mepiocetparos Kapdias 
kadév, #) mounoare 76 Sev8pov car- Aadel 75 oTdpa avrod. 


dv kat Tov Kaprov avrov campdy: 
p 


éx yap tov Kaprov 1d dév8por 





u a 
ywaoerat, yervnpata €xidvar, 
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nas divacGe dyaba Aadeiv rovnpol 
dvres ; &k yap Tov Tepiooevpatos 
Tis Kapdias TO oréua AaAe. 6 
ayabbs avOpwmos ex tod dyabvi 
Onoavpod eéxBddder ayabd, Kai 


6 movnpds dvOpwros ék rod movy- 





pod Onoavpod éxBadder rommpa. 


Here Lk has been printed opposite Mt A and B, as it partly 
agrees with each of them: its agreement with A is chiefly as to 
the similitude of the grapes and figs, and with B chiefly as to the 
mouth speaking out of the abundance of the heart 

Is it not possible that Lk may here give the passage of the 
Logia from which Mt drew on both occasions, choosing and adapt- 
ing its words in A so as to bring out the criterion of true and false 
teachers, and in B so as to bring out the importance of words as 
proofs of the state of all men’s hearts? The contexts seem to 
suggest this. 

There are no peculiarly Matthaean points here. 


No. 4. 
Mt A. 
Mt x. 15 dphy Néyo bpiv, dvexré- | Lk x. 12 A€yo tpiv ri Zodspors 
Tepov gotae Yq] Sodsuov kai €v 7H Hpépa éxeivy dvexrdrepov 
Topudppav év iuépa Kkpicews } 7H éorat i} TH mddee exelvy. 


qoAet ekeivy. 
Mt B. 
Mt xi. 24 mAny Adyw tiv or yh 


, 
Sodouwy avexrorepov eutar ev 





nuepa Kploews 7) col. 


Mt A and Lk are placed opposite, as those passages come from 
the charges to the Twelve and the Seventy which are so closely 
connected. Their origin is probably Logian, and the rare word 
dyexrérepoy Suggests that B may come from the same source. 


1 It is worth notice that the passage in Mt vii is not nearly so closely 
parallel to Lk in wording as that in Mt xii; for there are but 15 words or 
parts of words identical in the former case, while there are 35 in the latter. 
Similarly, in No, 17 we shall find that Mt, apparently using twice the 
material which Lk uses only once, is verbally closer to him in the case in 
which he differs from him in locating the material than in that in which they 
agree in attributing it to the same occasion. 
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kpiats, one of the two peculiarities of A and B, is characteristic 
of Mt, both with jyépa and alone (pp. 5, 31). 


No. 5. 
Mt A 
Mt x. 22 @ kai eceaOe pucovpevor 
ind mavrav did 76 Ovopd pov. 
Mt B. 
Mt xxiv. 9 d kal gvecde | Mk xiii.13 @ kai goecbe | Lk xxii. 147 kai écecde 
pucovpevor bro mdvtov| pucovperor bd mdvroy | pucovpevor bmd mdyTev 
ret > ~ A x, é A \ - A 9 , 
Tay €OvOv Sia TO Gvopt| Sia TO Ovopd pov. 6ua Td Gvopd pov. 
fou. 
All four are identical, except for the addition of rév éévay in 
Mt B. 
No. 6. 
Mt A. 
Mt x. 22 b 6 8€ trropeivas els Tédos 


ios i- 
otros cwOnoerat, 


Mt B. 
Mt xxiv. 13 6 8€ dropetvas eis reAos | Mk xill. 135 6 8€ drropetvas eis 
otros owOncerat, tédos otros cwOncerat. 


All identical: so here, as in No. 5, no inferences can be drawn. 


No. 4. 
Mt A. 

Mt x. 38 kali és od AapBaver rov 
oraupoy adrod Kal dxodovbet éricw 
pov, ovK ert pov d£vos. 

Lk B. 
Lk xiv. 27 doris ot Bacrdgter rdv 


oTavpov éavrod Kal epxera oriaw 





> o a ’ ’ 
pov, ov duvarar eivai pov padnrns. 
Mt B. Lk A. 

Mt xvi. 24 ef ris Oéher| MK viii. 34 ef rus Oeder| Lk ix. 23 ef ris Oédet 
érico = ov éAbeiv,| dricw pov édOciv,| dmicw pov epyerbat, 
£3 t a x 3 f. ra) 4 A > , Ly a ‘ 
dnapynodcbo éavtdy| drapynodcOw éavtdy| dpynodobw éavrdv Kat 
kai dpdrw rév cravpoy| Kat dpdrw rév oraupdy| dpdtw dv oravpoy 


> a of = , Ss col x > v > a po ia x 
abroi Kai dkohovOeirw| aitot Kat dkodovbeirw| adtod Kab’ ypépay, Kai 








prot. peot. dkodovbeitw pot. 
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Mt A and Lk B, though differently placed, agree against the 
other three in giving a negative form to the precept, and in omit- 
ting the mention of self-denial. And they both follow immediately 
upon the non-Marcan sayings about natural affection in comparison 
with loyalty to Christ. So they may be Logian, and the other three 
Marcan in origin. 

Neither Mt A and B nor Lk A and B have any distinctive 
characteristics of their own, unless the substitution of ¢pyeoda: for 
e\éetv in Lk B, as being more similar to épyera in Lk A, may be 
taken as having any significance. 

Observe in Lk A the characteristically Lucan «aé’ jpépav 


(pp. 19, 41). 
No. 8. 


Mt A. 
Mt x. 39 6 ebpov ryy uxny 
be SAN ae cae a sees 
auTou amroA\ecet auTny, Kat O amor 
# A AY > ~ we 
hécas thy uxyy atrod €vekev 
€pod edpyoet avrqy. 


Mt B. Lk A. 


Mt xvi. 25 és yap édy 
4 A y te a 
Oéehn thy Wuxny avrov 
5 a ey 
oaoat arodevet auTny’ 
és 8’ dy dmodéon Thy 
Wuxi adrod  éverev 


> a c , as 
€pov eupyoer avTny. 





Mk viii. 35 és yap éav 
Gédn thy Eavtod uxny 
coat arokéoe abrqy’ 
bs & dy dmodeoe: tiv 
oxo 


[epnob kal | Tov evayye- 


> nr 
aquTou- €VEKEV 


A : oo? 
Alov cwoet auTny. 


Lk xvii. 





Lk ix. 24 és yap av 
Gédn THY puxqy abrov 
doa dmodere adtiy 
és 8 dv dmodeon Thy 
oxy 


épov, ovTos Twoet av- 


> OA Cd 
auTou €VEKEV 


™mY. 
Lk B. 
33 os edy Cytnon ri 


4 , , 
uxt adrod mepimomoac Gay, amo- 


a > , 
Réoet adryv, os 8 dv admrodecer 


, 
(ooyovnce: airy. 


In this case, unlike the preceding one, there are no special 
similarities between Mt A and Lk B: indeed the latter differs 
remarkably from all the other versions of the saying, by containing 
the unusual verbs zepuroréopae and (woyovéw, both which occur in 
N. T. elsewhere only once in Acts and once in 1 Tim.? 

1 But (woyovéw occurs in LXX 11 times (in 3 Ki xxi. (xx.) 31 with puxds) ; 
and weprmovéw (usually in middle voice) 33 times (in Ezek xiii. 18, 19, with 
wuxas). 
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But between Mt B, Mk, and Lk A, there is sufficient similarity 
to support the suggestion of a Marcan origin; for dé&\o and colo 
are used only in these three versions. 

The use of eipicxw twice in Mt A and once in Mt B may be 
a sign of Matthaean editorship, though the verb is in more general 
use by Lk than by Mt. 

Observe the characteristic addition of ‘the Gospel’ in Mk: it 
is one of the few instances in which a later editorial insertion 
is probable, for it could hardly have been omitted both by Mt 
and Lk (cf. p. 182). Syrsim has ‘for my Gospel’s sake’. 

This is the most important saying found in all four Gospels?: 
see Jn xii. 25, where however dmé\Avys is the only verb used in 
common with any of the Synoptists. 


No. 9. 
Mt A. 


Mt xii. 39 yeved aovnpa kat po- 


xaAts onpetoy emufnrei, kal 
” > ¥ t ces > A 

onpeiov od SoOnoera: airy ef py 

70 onpeiov "lava rot mpodirov. 


Mt B. 
Mt xvi. 4 yeved movnpd kat pot- 


Lk xi. 29 9 yeved airy yeved mro- 
vypa éotw' onpetov gyrei, kal 
onpeiov ov SoOnoerat avtn ei py 


TO onpeiov “lava. 


Mk viii. 12 ri 9 yeved adrn Cyret 


XaNis onpeioy emutyre?, Kal on- onpeiov ; duny héyo, ei SoOqoerat 


. > a -~ s ° -” Ed . 
petov od SoOycera adry et py TO TH Yevea TavTH onpeiov. 





onpeiov ‘lwva. 

For the introductory narratives, see No. 18 on p. 96 below. And 
observe that Mt A and Lk, Mt B and Mk, are respectively followed 
by similar contexts ; for the mention of Jonah is not enlarged upon 
after Mt B as it is after Mt A and Lk. Perhaps in B it may have 
been an importation into a Marcan record from the Logian A. 
and Lk; and this may also have been the case with movnpa. Such 
transferences are exactly such as would be made naturally and un- 
consciously in the course of oral teaching, or even by copyists 
familiar with the substance of both documents. 

The two peculiarities marked by thick type as Matthaean are 
noticeable, though not very important. It is remarkable that the 
only other occurrence of poiyadis is not in Mt but in Mk viii. 38. 

1 The only other case of any importance is that in Mt x. 40d, Mk ix, 37, 


Lk ix. 48 (cf. also x. 16), Jn xiii. 20 (where, however, Aap@dve and not 
5éxeras is the verb), ‘He that receiveth me receiveth him that sent me.’ 
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Mk and Lk only have 4 aéry with yeved; this agreement, 
though trifling in itself, may be worth notice in connexion with 
the other small similarities between them which occur in No. 18. 


No. 10. 


Mt A. Lk A. 
Mt xiii, 12 dors yap| Mk iv. 25 és yap éyet, | Lk viii. 18 és av yap 
éxet, Sobjoerat aiztG| Sobycera aire xail eyn, SoOjoerat atta, 


‘ 
kat meptoceuOycerau' | ds od« exer, Kai 6 éxer| Kai bs dv ph yn, kab 








ig a . 
Goris b€ odk exer, kai} dpOnoerat dm abroi. & Soxet exe dpOnoerar 
a ” > ix 4% ; ? ral 
& eyes apOjoerar da dm avrov. 
avrov. 
Mt. B. Lk B. 
Mt xxv. 29 7 yap exovre wavri | Lk xix. 26 devo ipiv 8re wavri 75 
, 7 , ~ 
Sofjcera kat meprocevOjceTar’ éxyovte SoOnoerat, awd S€ rov py 
tov Oe yn €xovros Kad exee dpOn- éxovros Kai & éxet dpOncerat, 


> a” 
gerat an’ avrov. 


The three passages have been printed as parallel, though Mt A 
occurs before, and Mk and Lk A after, the explanation of the 
Parable of the Sower. 

And the same course has been adopted with Mt B and Lk B, 
since they are attached to two parables which have very much in 
common, whether they are versions of one parable or not. 

The use of the verb (éxe or éx7) twice in Mt A, in Mk, and in 
Lk A, where the participle (¢yovre or éxovros) is twice used in Mt B 
and in Lk B, seems to point to a different origin, the former group 
being presumably Marcan, and the latter Logian. And avri is 
a further peculiarity of the latter pair of sayings. 

In the Matthaean pair wepiovevOnoeras is the only editorial 
characteristic ; and in the Lucan pair there is none. 


No. 11. 


Mt A. 

Mt xvii. 20 dphy yap héyw opty, 
éav éynte Tiotw ws KOKKOV owWd- 
mews, épeire TO Sper TOUT@ MerdBu 
évOev exel, xai petaBnoerat, Kal 


ovdey Gduvarnoes tpiv. 
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Lk xvii. 6 ef yer rior as KékKoV 
iy aN , é a , 
owdmews, edeyere dv TH ouKapive 
[ravry | ’Expe¢mOnre kat urevOnre 
> a , a s @. Ld * 
ev Ti Oaddoon’ Kal tanxovocy ay 
Div. 
Mt B. 
. a < a, 3 4 
Mt xxi. 21 dphy A€yw Gpiv, dav | Mk xi. 23 exere miotev Oeod dyqy 
mn , ae a > ré Bo Wo Ga ” A of 
exnre miotey Kat py StaxprOjre, ov €y@ Upiv OT Os Gy eimn TH opel 
* “i i age > 
povoy TO THs OUKis ToLNoeTE, GAG rourm “ApOnrt kat PAnOnTe eis 
x er id a 
kay TO Oper ToUT@ elmnre "ApOnTe thy Odraccay, kal pr StaxpiOy ev 
= m ? 
kat BAnOnte eis tiv Oddaccar, 7H xapdig adtod GhAd moredy ore 
h a ao ” am 
‘yevnoerat. 6 Aadel yiverat, €arat avTo. 


Though other things are uncertain here, it is at once evident 
that Mt B and Mk have strong points of agreement, and cannot 
but be derived from the same (probably Marcan) source. 

Lk has been placed near Mt A (though a sycamine tree is 
instanced in Lk instead of a mountain as in the other three cases), 
because those two passages agree in the unique expression wicrw 
@s KOKKoy owdrews. 

With the concluding words of Mt A, compare in the parallel 
narrative of Mk ix. 23 the similar saying mdvra duvara 16 morevovri, 
This suggests that Mt A as well as Mt B may be Marcan in origin, 
and that as xéxkov owdmews may have been casually introduced into 
it from the (probably Logian) passage in Lk. 

ayunv déyw bpiv (or oo) is decidedly characteristic of Mt, being 
found Mt 31, Mk 12 or 13, Lk 6 times (in Jn 25 times with the 
double duqv), 


No. 12. 
Mt A. 
Mt xix. 30 qoAdoi d¢ éruvrar mpa- | Mk x. 31 moAdol b¢ éoovrat mparor 
Tot €oxaTot Kai €xXaToL TpoToL, éoxarot kai [oi] éoxaroe mpadror. 
Mt B. 


Mt xx. 16 otras ¢covrat oi éryaror 
mparot kal of mparor Eryaror. 
Lk xiii. 30 kai idod eiciv Zryarot of 


€vovTat mp@rot, kal eioiv mpOror 





ot €covrat ¢oxarot. 
Here again Mt A and Mk, which are parallel in position, agree 
exactly, and probably come from the Marcan document. 
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Mt B might either be repeated by the editor after the Parable 
of the Labourers in the Vineyard, which illustrates this saying, or 
might be brought in with the parable from the Logian source. 
The latter is rendered the more probable alternative by the fact 
that the clauses are here transposed from the order in Mt A 
and Mk, and agree with that in Lk. 

A and B have nothing distinctive of Mt. : 


No. 13. 
Mt A. Mk B. 
LA 
Mt xx. 26, 27 ody otrws cor ev | Mk x. 43, 44 ox otras b€ eat 
tyivs GAN bs av edn ev ipiv év byiv’ aN ds av O€dn peyas 
if 4 6. 4 c ~ fy 4 s ef t OP mn is ~ 
peéyas yevérOar éorat tpav did- yevéerba ev tpiv, eorar tpaov 
Kovos, Kat ds av Oey ev vpiv Sudkovos, Kal bs dv Oedy ev bpiv etvar 
7 Las 4 ¢ a. a e a - 
elvat Tp@tos eorar tay Sovdos. mparos, éorat TdvtTwy Sovdos. 
Mt B. 


Mt xxiii, rr 6 8€ peifov tpav 
wy e ~ 4 
éora tpav didkovos. 
Mk A. 
Mk ix. 35 ef rus Oder mparos eivas 


Zora TévTwY érxaTos Kat TdYTWY 





Otdkovos. 


Lk xxii. 26 seis 8€ ody obrws, GAN 6 peifoy év ipiv ywerbw os 6 
vewrepos, Kal 6 Hyovpevos os 6 dtaxovor. 

Here again the identity of language in Mt A and Mk B is 
almost complete, and points decidedly to a common source, which 
would be generally held to be a Marcan one. 

In this one case a doublet in Mk is entered, mparos and didkovos 
being used in both passages though not in the same order. The 
combination mdvyrov Sidkovos occurs only in Mk A: it is one of the 
very few expressions peculiar to Mk which are found in sub- 
apostolic writings, being applied to Christ in Zp. Polycarp, v. 2. 

The passage from Lk has a link to Mt A and Mk Bin its con- 
text and opening, but to Mt B (a probably Logian passage) in 
6 peitwy 3 so its origin is very doubtful. 

ndvrov is used only in Mk A and B: the Matthaean sayings have 
nothing peculiar to them. 

With Lk’s vedrepos, cf. Acts v. 6. 
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No. 14. 
Mt A. 
Mt xxiv. 42 ypnyopetre obv, drt ove | Mk xiii. 35 ypnyopeire obv, odk 
oiSare Toi Hepa 6 Kipios tuav oldare yap mére 6 KUpwos Tis 
epxerat, oikias épyerat . . 


Mt B. 
Mt xxv. 13 ypnyopeire obv, dri ovK 





oiSare rH Hepa ovde THY Spay. 

Mt A and Mk are very similar, and are found in the concluding 
part of the same discourse, though not exactly in the same con- 
nexion. If that discourse comes from the Marcan source, Mt A 
may have been modified by moia jyépa as a reminiscence of the ray 
jépay in the other or Logian version of the saying in Mt B, which 
may have been brought from the Logia with the Parable of the 
Ten Virgins. But this is only a doubtful matter of detail. 

It will have been seen that the use of jyépa is a mark, though 
not an important one, of Mt A and B only. 

Observe that Mt here encloses the Parable of the Ten Virgins 
between these two almost identical sayings, exactly as he encloses 
the Parable of the Labourers in the Vineyard between the two 
which form doublet No. 12. ; 


The 14 doublets from St. Matthew that have been given 
are records of sayings of Jesus; the next 4 are historical 


passages. 
No. 15. 
Mt A. 


Mt iv. 23 xal mepupyev 
év 6An TH VadtAaia, &- 
Sdoxey éy tais ouva- 
yoyais atrav kal Kn- 

‘ . 2 
ptocay 76 ebayyedvov 
Tis Bacdelas Kal Oe- 
patrevwy tacay vécov 
kat macov poadakiay 
fa Sasa 38 
ev TO had, 


Mt B. 


Mt ix. 35 kai mepenyev 6 “Inoots 


‘ s Na h A f 
Tas méAeis Tacas Kat Tas KwpaSs, 





Mk i. 39 kat 7AOev Ky- 
piocey eis tas cupa- 
\ L ad t. bid 
yoyas avtav eis GAnv 
tiv Tadthaiav kat ra 


Saipdvia éxBadrov. 


SiddoKwy €v tals cuvaywyais ai- 





Lk iv. 44 kat qv ky- 
pvooar eis tas ovva- 
yoyas tHv “Iovdaias. 

(So WH with sBCL 
QR, 1, &c. [and so 
Syrsin]; but Tisch 
and Revisers Tadi- 
Aaias.) 


Mk vi. 6 3 xai mepipyev ras kdpas 


KuKh@ diddoKer. 
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T&v kai knpicowy 7S edayyédvov 

Tis Bacielas Kat Cepateduv 

Tacav yécov Kat Tacav pada- 

kiav, (And the words 6epa- 

mevev Tacay vor, Kal racay par, 

occur again in x. 1.) 

These very similar summaries of the ministrations of Jesus occur 
in Mt immediately before the first two of the great collections of 
His sayings, viz. those in Mt v—vii and x. 

The agreement of mepifyev both in Mt A and Mt B, and of ras copas 
also in B, with Mk vi. 6 gives some slight probability to the sug- 
gestion that B gives the passage in its original situation, and that 
in the course of oral teaching its phraseology may have been made 
use of to describe the other similar circumstances to which A refers. 
Dr. Salmon has made a different suggestion, viz. that Mt in A ‘ broke 
off the use of one document to turn to another; and that the verse 
is repeated when he turns back to the former document ’, i.e. in B 
(ntrod. to N. T°, p. 580). 


No. 16. 
Mt At 

Mt ix. 27-31 xal mapdyovre exei- 
Gev rH “Inood jkodovenoav Bvo 
tuprol xKpdtovres Kal éyovres 
"EXénoov Hpas, vie Aaveid, €A- 
Oovre S€ eis THY oikiay mpoondOay 
ait of ruddoi, kal Aeyer adrois 
6 “Inoots Tuorevere dre Svvapat 
rodro mojoat; éyovow aiT@ 
Nai, kipie.  rtére Hato tov 
épbarpav aitav Aéyov Kara 
ry miorw = tpav = -yern Ona 
tpiv, Kat qvedxOnoav abrév oi 
bpOarpoi, Kai éveBpipjbn av- 
rois 6 "Inaods éyov ‘Opare py- 
dels ywookéra’ of b€ e&ehOdvres 
See@hocay avrov ev ody tH 7 

éxeivy. 
1 The difficulties connected with the records of this and the following 
miracle, as given in Mt ix. 27-34, are very serious. I have attempted to 
deal with them in Exp. Times, xiii. 24 f., and more briefly on p. 167 below. 





OF 


Mt B. 

Mt xx. 29-34 kal ék- 
mopevopevey avt@v amd 
*"lepetyo — nKodovdnoev 

adT@ dxNos Tohvs. Kat 

iSod B00 TupAol Kady- 
A ‘ c iu 
pevoe mapa thy ddcr, 
oe, ae 
axovoavtes ote Inoous 

mapdyet, éxpagay )é- 

yovtes Kupue, édénooy 

Hpds, vids Aaveid. 6 

be 


oe @ La 
avrois iva cramjowou" 


yo > ig 
dxAos  ererinnoey 


of S€ peifov expafav 
Aéyovtes Kupue, €edén- 
vids Aaveid, 
[6] “Inoois 


ae \ 
auTous Kat 


cov nas, 
kal ods 
epavnoey 
> 
elvev Ti Ocdere rotn- 
eon , ro 
ow tiv; A€yovow adv- 
~ Ko og > a 
T@ Kupte, Wva avoryd 
ow of ddOadpoi npav. 
be 6 


*Inoots Hato Tév op- 


omdayxna bets 


pdrey avtay, kal ev- 
avéBreyrav al 


5 , 7 
nkoADVOnGaY ata, 


béws 
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Mk x. 46-52 kai ép- 
> , 
xovrae eis ‘leperya., 
Kal éxmopevopévou ab- 
a re _ ’ EF ‘ 
Tou amo lepety@ Kat 
Tay padytav adtod kat 
a € ae "3 en 
dyAov ikavod 6 vids 
Tipatov Baptipatos Tu- 
pros mpocairns éxabnro 
< \ Ls A 
mapa tHy 6d6v. Kal 
> 7 a > a et 
axovoas Ort “Ingovs 0 
Naapnvds €or ijp£aro 
kpatew xal déyew Yie 
» a t 
Aaveld "Inaov, édénody 
pe. Kat eneripwy ate 
XN ow Va 
moddot iva ovomjon’ 
6 6€ modAdkG paddov 
éxpafev Yié Aaveid, 
a 7 t ‘ \ 
ehenody pe. Kal oTds 
> = * 
6 Inoovs cimev Dovy- 
gate avrév. kai do- 
vodou rov tupddv he- 
Fume hd 
yovres avT@ Oapcet, 
6 be 


droBakoy 1d tpdrioy 


» 3 
eyerpe, Paver oe, 


a’rov dvanndnoas 7A- 
dev mpos rov "Incovy, 
kal droxpibels aire 6 
*Ingovs eimev Ti aor 
Oehets Troinow; 6 8é 
tuprds elev 
‘PaBBouvei, 
Pr&po. 


= As af c 
eimev auT@ “Yraye, n 


aire 
oe > 
iva dva- 


* © F. a 
kat 6 Ingous 


Titles Gov GégwKeY CE. 
A > ‘ 
kat evOs aveBdreWev, 
> ; a 
kat neodoider aira év 


Ty 60. 





Pt. II 


Lk xviii. 35-43 ey& 
‘ > a 2 te 
vero S€ €v TO eyyitew 
ESS ud ? A, 
avurov eis lepetyo Tu- 
rds tes éxdOnro mapa 
A eQr 2 nn > ad 
THY OdverralT@Y, aKkOU- 
gas 8€ éxdov Staro- 
, , , 
pevonevou émuvOdvero 


, ” BS 5 >? 
TL €l =TOUTO anny- 


yerkav S€ aire Gre 
Ingots 6 Natwpaios 


, s 208 
mapépxetat. Kal €Bdn- 

if > a ey 
cev héyov ‘Ingov vie 
Aaveid, pe. 


kal of mpodyovres éme- 


edenooy 


tipey aire tva ovyjon’ 
abtés 5€ rohNG paddov 
Yié Aaveid, 
eAenody pe, 


éxpatev 
orabeis 
6€ “Inoots éxédevoev 


_ 3 i A 
abrov axOnvat mpos 


eee eer; : 
atrév. éyyioavtos be 


avrov énnpatnoey ad- 


tov Ti gor Oédes 
# 5 ‘ z 
monow; 6 O€ eine 


, o 3 : 
Kupte, iva avaBhdéyo. 
ye? a a > 
Kat 6 Ingovs etmev av- 
T@’AvdBAeWov' 7 Tio- 
Tis gov céowKey ce, 
5 Sl dF 
kat mapaxphpa avéBhe~ 
Wev, kal nKodovbe ad- 
- ‘ ‘ , 
T@ Sofdlwr tov bedv. 
Kai was 6 Aads iddv 


wn ss ~ n 
eoxev aivov TO bed. 


The resemblances between Mt A and Mt B are such as to suggest. 
strongly that the same miracle may be twice recorded by Mt. 
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Besides those which are printed in thick type as peculiar to him,? 
there are some remarkable ones which are common to A and the 
synoptic narrative generally, viz. vié (or vids) Aaveid, and éAéqvov, both 
used twice in B, Mk, and Lk, and the use of kpd¢ew twice in Band 
Mk, and once in Lk; also the reference to ‘ faith’ in Mk and Lk. 

On the other hand an earlier date for A is suggested by the 
command not to make the miracle known, as well as by the pro- 
bable reference of ékei@ev to the house of Jairus ; and it may be that 
Mt in describing that miracle made use of phraseology familiar to 
him in the Marcan account of the later one. 


No. 17. 
Mt A. 

Mt ix. 32-4 atréy b€ eLepyopévav 
iSob mpooyveykay atta Kady 
Sapongdpevov' Kat éxkBAnOévros 
tod Saoviov éddAnoey 6 kadds. 
cat éOatipacay of bxdoe héyorres 
Ovbdérote épdvn otras ev To "Io- 
pand, [of 8€ Bapicaioe edeyor 
*Ev 1@ dpxovre ray Satpovioy ex- 
BddAct 7a Sarpdrra, | ? 

Lk xi. 14, 15 kai fv éxBdd\Xov 
Sapdrviov Kapdr éyévero dé tov 
Satpoviou é€edOdvros eAddnoev 6 
kagds. Kat eOavpacay oi dx)or" 
twes b€ é& abrav eimay Ev BeeCe- 
Botd tO apxovte tév Batpoviay 


exBadde Ta Satpdvia, 
Mt B. 


Mt xii. 22-4 rére mpoonvey- 
> me , A 

kav atta Saou Cduevoy tupdov 
kat kopédv' Kal eGepdmevoev av- 


rév, Sore rov kopoy Aadeiv kai 





i, Bdérev, Kat eEioravro mavres of 
we 


=. 1 #xododOqoay and -cev should also be noticed ; but they have not been 
printed in thick type because at the beginning of the narrative the verb is 
used by A of the blind men and by B of the multitude : at the end all the 
Synoptists use it of the blind man or men. 
2 The bracketed words are a ‘ Western omission’ (WH, Jntrod., p. 176). 
Syr*™ also omits them. 
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dxAot kal €Aeyou Myre odrés eariy 
6 vids Aavetd; of b€ apioaio 
dkovoavres elmov Obros odk éx- 
Barret rd Sapdma ef pH ev TO 


Bee(eBovd apxovre roy Satpoviav. 


Lk has not been printed exactly opposite Mt A or Mt B; for 
while on the one hand it corresponds to B in being given as the 
occasion for the ‘defensive discourse’ in Mt xii and Lk xi, on 
the other hand it more closely resembles A in wording.’ For 
the verb ék@dAdw, the use of the genitive absolute, and the sentence 
kal €@avpacay of Syd are found only in Lk and A. 

Here, as in the preceding case (No. 16), Mt may have used in A 
language which was familiar to him in the record of another 
miracle. On the other hand, the mention of blindness as well as 
dumbness in Mt xii. 22 has suggested to some writers that Mt may 
be there combining reminiscences of the two miracles in ix. 27-34. 


No. 18. 
Mt A. 


Mt xii. 38, 39 rére diexpiOnoay 
ait@ twes Toy ypappatéwy kal 
Gapicaiwy eyovtes Aiddoxade, 
Oedopev ad cov onpeiov iseiv. 6 
Sé droxplels etrrey adtots Kr. 

Mt B. 

Mt xvi. 1, 2 kat mpoceddévres [oi] 
Gapicaion kal Saddoveaior meipa- 
Covres éemnpotnoay advroy onpetov 
€k rod ovpavov émdeié~ar airois. 
6 8é daoxpibels etmev adrots 


KrA, 





Lk xi. 16 érepor d€ mewpdfovres 

onpeiov €€ odpavod e(nrovy map’ 
v. 29 Tav S€ dxdov 
iip§aro 


avrov .. . 
emabpoifouevov déyerv 


RTA. 


Mk viii. 11, 12 Kal é&mdOov oi 
Gapicaion kat HpEavto ourtyreiv 
aitg, Cytodvres wap abrod on- 
peiov dd Tov ovpavod, meipdtov- 

a) xe cs p e 
res aitév, Kat dvacrevagas TO 


, sae 
mvevpart avrou héyer KTA, 


For the words of Jesus which follow in each case, see above, 


No. 9, on p. 88. 


Judging from the position and contexts of the two pairs of 


records, it would be natural to class Mt A and Lk as Logian, Mt B 
and Mk as Marcan in origin. Probably we are right in doing so, 
notwithstanding the fact that as to two expressions, mepd¢ovres 
and é€ o’pavod, Lk agrees with Mt B and Mk in having them, while 


1 Compare the note on doublet No. 3, p. 85. 
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Mt A is without them. Also é{jrovy rap’ adrov in Lk only is similar 
to Cyrotvres map’ avrod in Mk only. But all these three expressions 
are so common, and so much in place here that, as in the case of 
No. 9, no importance can be attached to the insertion of them. 

And, as in No. 9 again, the words marked in thick type as 
peculiar to Mt A and B are also unimportant. 


The two following doublets differ from the preceding 
ones, in that they bring out identities between Matthew’s 
records of the Baptist’s ministry and that of Jesus. 


No. 19. 


Mt A. 
Mt iii. 2... xnptcooy ev 7H | Mki. 4, Lili. 3... . knptooor 
€piju@ ths “lovdaias Aéyov Mera- Bamtiopa petavotas . 
voeire, Hyytkey yap 7 Bacirela 
Tov oUpavar. 


Mt B. 

Mtiv. 17... qp£aro 6 “Inoods | Mk i. 14, 15... #AOev 6 “Inoois 
Knpvooew Kal eye Meravoeire, eis thy TadtAalay knpicowv 76 
fyyey yap 7 Baowdela tov elayyédtov Tov Beod [Kal r€Eyor | 
odpavar. ért TlemAnpwrac 6 katpos kal 


Hyyxey 1) Bacwdela tov Gevv" 


5 P . 
perapoeite kal morevete ev TO 





elayyedio. 


Mt seems in A to be expanding, in B to be summarizing, the 
corresponding passages of Mk, but in both he attributes identically 
the same proclamation to the Baptist and to Jesus respectively. 

Thus it appears that it is only Mt who attributes to the Baptist 
the mention of the ‘kingdom of heaven’ (or ‘of God’). Mk first 
names it in i. 15, as above, but Lk not until iv. 43. 

See also Mt x. 7; Lk x.9, 11. 


No. 20. 
Mt A. 
Mt ili, 10 way ody dévdpov py | Lk iii. g wav ody dévdpov py 
mowoby Kaproy Kadov exkdmrerat motouv Kaprrov [ead ov | eKKOMTETAL 
kat eis up Badderat, kal ets mip Badderat, 


HAWKINS H 
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Mt B. 

Mt vii. 19 may S€évdpov jy moody 

kapwov Kahov ékkdmterat kat eis 

mip Budderaus 

Except the omission of the conjunction ody in Mt B, which is 
closely connected with a passage discussed as No. 3 above (p. 84), 
there is no difference in these three sayings. 

Compare also Mt’s use of yevvipara éxdvav in xii. 34 and xxiii. 33, 
as well as in iii. 7 = Lk iii. 7. 


The two remaining doublets in Matthew are not so 
interesting to students of the Synoptic Problem as the 
preceding twenty, because there are no parallels in Mark 
or Luke with which they can be compared. 


No. 21. 
Mt A. 


Mt ix. 13 mopevdévres 8€ pddere ti €oti "EXeos Ow Kat od Ouciav’ ob 
yap AOov Kadéoat Krh. 
Mt B. 
Mt xii. 7 ef d€ éyvdxerre tL éotiv “EXeos Oddw kai od Ouotay, ov av 
karedukdoare Tovs dvactious. 

Both these are Matthaean additions to narratives which are placed 
consecutively in Mk and Lk, and which are apparently Marcan in 
origin. 

On the quotations from O. T. in Mt, see pp. 154 ff. 


No. 22. 
Mt A. 


Mt xvi. 19 kai 6 édy SHons emt Tis yas eorar Sedepdvoy ev rois odpa- 
vois, kal 6 éav AUons emt THS ys EoTat Nehupevoy ev Tois Odpavois. 
Mt B. 

Mt xviii. 18 dup eyo piv, doa dv BHonte emt ris ys Eotat Sedepeve. 
év odpavd Kat dca édv Avonre emt THs yijs gorau. edupeva ev 
odpava. 

This promise given to Peter in A, is repeated in B to all whom 

Jesus is addressing, apparently ‘the disciples’ who came to Him 


' The saying seems to break the connexion here, whereas it agrees well 
with its context in the Baptist’s teaching. 
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in xviii. 1. It occurs each time in close connexion with one or 
other of the only passages in the Gospels in which the word 
exkAnoia is found. 

The resemblances between Mt v. 34 and xxiii. 22; x. 17 
and xxiv. 9@; x. 40 and xviii. 5; xi. 27 a and xxviii. 18; 
xxiv. 23 and 26; xxviii. 7 and 10,! though worth notice, 
have not been regarded as sufficient to constitute doublets. 
For shorter repetitions in Matthew, see pp. 168, 170. 


Doublet in Mark. 


Mk ix. 35 with x. 43, 447: for this see Matthew No. 13, 
on p. 91 above. 

There is no other instance to be entered here, as it has 
been decided to treat ‘He that hath ears, &c.’, separately 
from the doublets: see p. 106 below. And the resemblances 
between Mk ix. 23 and xi. 23, and between xiii. 5, 6 and 
21-3 do not come up to the standard of closeness adopted 
in these lists.? 


Doublets in Luke, 


No. 1. 
Lk A. 
Lk viii. 16 od8eis 8¢ Avyvov Gpas | Mk iv. 21 pyre epxerar 6 Avyvos 
- ae Ls na oa , on c ‘ * if: a~ vA fF A ‘ 
kadvumret adTov okever i) UroKdto iva td Tov podiov reOn i) Oro THY 
kdivns tiOnow, add’ emt Avyvias kAivny, ovx twa émi riy Avyviav 
ridnow, iva ot eioTropeudpevor teh ; 


Brerwo 75 has. 
Lk B. 

Lk xi. 33 obdels AVxvoY Gipas «és 
kpumrny tiOnow obSe imd Tov | 
podiov GAN én ray Auyviav, va 
ot eiotropeudpevor Td dds Bhé- 





TWO, 


1 Treated by Prof. Lake as a doublet, Resurrection of J. C., p. 86. 

2 On the complications of Mk ix. 33-42 see Enc. Brbl., ii. 1864-6. 

3 The three predictions of the Passion, &c. (Mk viii. g1, ix. 31, x. 33, and 
parallels; Tisch, Syn. Evang., §§ 70, 73, 116), are omitted from notice, 
because they are so expressly assigned to three distinct occasions. 


H2 
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Mt v. 15 ovd€ kaiovow AUxvoV Kal 
ridéacty avroy md tov pdd.ov 
GAN’ ert thy Avyviav, Kat Adurec 


mwaow Trois év TH oikia. 


Here, as the thick type shows, the strongest similarities are the 
editorial ones between A and B. To the last clause in them Mt 
has a parallel in substance, but it is so adapted as to lead on to 
his next sentence otras Aapydro krd. 

As to the source of the original form of the saying, no decided 
conclusion can be drawn. For though Lk A and Mk are found in 
the same place and connexion, they do not coincide more exactly 
than the other passages do, their agreement as to xAivy being 
balanced by the agreement of Lk B with Mk and Mt as to pédis. 

But the consideration of No. 2 will lend some probability to 
a Marcan origin for at least Lk A here, as the passages are con- 
secutive both in Lk A and in Mk. 


No. 2. 
Lk A. 


Lk viii. 17 od yap €or xpumrdv 
3 ot gavepiv yevnoera, ovde 
dndéxpupoy 6 ov py yrooA Kai 
eis pavepov €XOn. 

Lk B. 

Lk xii, 2 ovdev dé cuyxexadup- 
pevoy eotiy & ovK dmoxahupén- 
erat, kal KpuTToy 3 od yvooOn- 


oeTal. 


Here the wording is so very 
Lk B and Mt respectively, and 
the two pairs is so wide, that we 


Mk iv. 22 od yap gory kpumrov eav 
by wa havepaby, ovde éyévero 
doxpupov dAN iva edOn eis 

pavepsv. 


Mt x. 26 oddey yap éorw kexadvp- 


a 
pévov 6 ovK dmoxakupOnaerat, Kal 





\ a 2 , 
kpurrov 6 ov yvouOnoerat, 


similar in Lk A and Mk, and in 
the difference in wording between 
seem to have two versions of the 


saying, the former handed down through the Marcan, the latter 


through the Logian document. 


' See Bacon, Sermon on the Mount, p. 132, on the connexions in which 


the saying is found. 


a 


§ iv 


Doublets 


IoI 


Here as so often (see pp. 122, 131) Mk has the most harsh and 
difficult form of the saying, for his purposive iva is in Lk A 
replaced by a future, the tense which we find in Lk B and Mt. 

There is nothing to be marked as limited to Lk A and B, as 
yvecke is also used in Mt. 

The variation of this saying in No. IV of the Mew Sayings of 
Jesus from Oxyrhynchus (1904) should. be compared. 


No. 3. 


For this see Mt No. ro, on p. 89 above. 


Lk A. 

Lk ix. 3... pre my- 
pav... 

v. 4 kat eis fy dp oikiav 
eiaéAOnre, exer pevere 
kai éxeiOev e&épxeade, 

V. & kat dooe dv pi dé- 
xovrat buds, eepxd- 
pevor dd THs méAcws 
éxeiyns Tov Kovioprov 
dni tay mobév tpav 
dmotwdocere eis pap- 


, HF) 9 , 
Tuplov €7 avuTous, 


Lk B. 
Lkx. 4... p mpay 


2 
v. & els uv & dv etoehOnre oixiay,... 


a ee. I Sa es 
v. 7 év airy O€ tH olkia pevere, 


‘ 
éxOovres Kal 


irav, dws yap 6 épydtys Tod 
airav, aks yap pyarn 

. : . 
poy peraBaivere €& 


puc8ov avroo. 


t 
olkias eis oikiay. 


VD. 10, II els qv & dy wddw cived- 


Onte Kai py SéxovTar 


j 7 i 
Odvres eis Tas 


mivovtes 


maretas 


No. 4. 


Mt x. 10. 
pav.a.. 
vv. 11, 12 els Hv 8 dv 


a 


7 
Onre ... Kdkei peivare 


- Bm 


mow i Kopny eioér- 
éws dv eEdOnre. 
v. 14 kal bs dv py d€£n- 
c el s 3 ca 
tat bpas pndé axovon 
A s La na > 
tous Adyous Upar, e&ep- 
, y” a Lae 7 
xdpevas Ew THs oikias 
x =. , Ey + 
7) ths médNews ekelvns 
extivdgare Tov KoyLop- 


Toy TOY TOOGY bar. 





‘ > 
Ta nap 


tpas, é&ed- 





avris 


Lk viii. 18 with xix, 26. 


Mk vi. 8... py m- 
pav eee 

v. 10 Omov éay eioéd- 
Onre eis oikiav, ket 
pevere €ws dv e&édOnte 
éxeiOev. 

Uv. II Kat ds dy rémos 
py SeEnrar tpas pndé 
dkovowow tpav, éxmo- 
pevdpevos éxeiOev éxri- 
vagare Tov xovv Top 
tmoxkdta tev Today 


nm - 
tpav els paprvpioy al- 





Tots, 
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Kal rov Tov 


KoAAnOévta Hiv ék THis modEws 


elmrare Koveoptov 
c n >? Af > ig 

ipay els tobs 7é8as dropacodpeba 
iptv’ mAqy rovro ywookere Gre 


ifyyexev 7 Bacrdeia Tov Ocod, 


Indications of Sources 


Pt. I 


We have come to the complicated matter of the charges to the 
Twelve and the Seventy,’ but here we are only concerned with 


those portions of them which Lk substantially repeats, 


Except the 


trifling change to the plural which is marked above (cf. dkotowow 
in Mk), there is nothing exclusively belonging to Lk A and Lk B. 


No. 5. 


Lk ix. 23 with xiv. 27. 


For this see Mt No. 7, on p. 86 above. 


No. 6. 


Lk ix. 24 with xvii. 33. 


For this see Mt No. 8, on p. 87 above. 


No. 7. 


Lk A. 

Lk ix. 26 ds yap dv émacyvvOy pe 
kai Tovs éuovs Aédyous, TovTov 6 
vids rod dvOpamov éraxurOr- 
cerat, drav EhOn ev 7H 86£Ep adrod 
kai tov matpds kai Trdv dylov 


dyyéhov, 


Lk B. 
Lk xii. 9 6 8¢ dpynoduerds pe éver- 
nov Tov avOparav dmrapynOnoera 


> n 2 t a a 
EVMTIOY TOV ayyéhov TOU Geod,. 





Mk viii. 38 és yap eav erayuvO5 
He Kal Tovs éepovs Adyous ev TH 


yeved tatty TH potxadidc kal 


© La ‘ ms imy a > iA 
dpaptod@, Kat 6 vids tod dvOpa- 
> , > 4 a 
mov emacyuvncerat aitoy érav 
aa a & 
2On ev tH 80&n tod Tatpos adrod 


peta Tav dyyédov Tov dyiov. 


Mt x. 33 doris d€ dpvnontat pe 
” a é J , >? , 
gumpoobey Tay avOpwrav, dpynco- 

a ly _ 
pat Kady adirdv eumpoobev rod 


marpés jou Tov €v Tois ovpavois. 


1 Tt is to be observed that Luke in xxii. 35 refers to the words BaAAdytioy 
and imodjuara, besides mjpa, as having belonged to the charge to the 
Apostles, whereas he himself had only recorded them as part of the charge 
to the Seventy (in Mt x. 10 é08ypara is used to the Twelve), 
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With some hesitation I have included these verses among the 
Lucan doublets, although the leading verb is not the same. 

The position of Lk A and Mk, and their general similarity, 
point to a Marcan origin. But Lk A has (i) the remarkable addition 
of atrod, and (ii) the omission of ev 7H yeved ratty «rd., a limitation 
which would be likely to fall out in the course of oral teaching. 

Tt seems likely that in the second pair we have one of many 
cases in which Mt collected into his chief bodies of discourse various 
Logian sayings which Lk records separately (see pp. 161 ff.). 

Though Lk has one of his ‘characteristic’ expressions in A 
(rodrov, pp. 22, 48), and another in B (évamov, p. 18), there is none 
to be noted both in A and B. 


No. 8.3 


Lk A. 
Lk ix. 46 efojdGev S€| Mt xviii. 1 mpoomdov | Mk ix. 34 mpds dddq- 
Siadoyiopos év adtois,| of padnral . . . Aé-| ous ydp Sieh€xOnoav 
To ris dy cin petlov yovres, tis dpa pelCov | ev tH 600 Tis peifov, 
abtar. €or év TH Bacdrela 
TOy ovpara ; 
Lk B. 
Lk xxii. 24 éyévero 8é 
kal gidoverxia ev ad- 


Tos, Td Tis atta 





Soxet eivar peifov. 


The ré before ris is a Lucan characteristic, see pp. 22, 47. 
There is not much similarity in the sequels of the two Lucan 
verses ; compare, however, ix. 48 and xxii. 26. 


No. 9. 

Lk A. 
Lk xi. 43 oval ipiv rois Bapioaios, 
bre dyamate tiv mpwroxadedpiay 


n - ‘ \ 2 
ev Tas ouvaywyais Kat TOUS ad- 


macpous €v Tais ayopais. 


| This is the only Lucan doublet in narrative, the other ten being in 
discourse. 
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Lk xx. 46 mpooéxere 
dno Tey ypapparéwor 
- F 
tev Gedévr@y mepina- 
Ki 83 a < 
Telv -€py orodats Kat 
, s ‘ 
drtovrvtay donacpovs 
év tais dyopais kat 


i 
mpwtoxabedpias ev tats 


cuvaywyais Kat mparo- |- 


ae a 
kAtotas év Tots Seimvats, 





Indications of Sources 


Mt xxiii. 6, 7 (of ypap- 
pateis kal of Dapioaios 
v. 2) pirodor. . . rH 
mpetokdiciay éy Trois 


Seimvots Kal tras mpa- 


toxabedpias €v tais 
guvaywyais Kai Toads 
donacpols ev ais 





Pt. II 


Mk xii. 38, 39 Brémere 
dro tay ypaypatéwy 
Tv Oeddvtwy év aro- 
ais mepurareiv Kal do- 
Tac pots ev Tals ayopais 
kal mpwroxabedpias év 
tais auvaywyais Kat 

mpwtokNaias év Tos 


Setmvors. 


dyopais ... 

Lk B is Marcan in character and presumably in origin: note 
the analogous mpocéyere dé and Bdérere dé in it and in Mk, and 
the most complete identity in the rest of the passages. 

But Mt, though agreeing with Lk B and Mk in having mporokdi- 
aiav (they have -as) év r, deimvos, omits their weperareiv ev orodais ; 
also he agrees with Lk A against them in the order of mpwroxadedpias 
and domacpovs 3 and his @sAotox is much less similar to their beAdvrav 
than to the dyamare of Lk A. 

It appears then that Mt’s use of the Marcan source here is 
affected and modified by the influence of that record (probably 
directly or indirectly Logian) in Lk xi, to which there are so 
many parallels in Mt xxiii. 


No. to. 
Lk A. 


Lk xii. 11, 12 drayv b€ cioépooty 
ipas ent tas suvaywyas kal ras 
dpxas kat ras e€ovcias, py pept- 
pynonre was [} ti]! &modoyy- 
onoe i) Ti eimnte’ TO yap aytov 
mvedpa Sidakec twas ev adtn TH 
apa a Sei eireiv. 

Lk B. 
Lk xxi, 14, 15 Oére ody ev rais | Mk xiii. 11 kal Grav dyoow spas 


kapdiats tay pur) mpopedeTov mapadiddvtes, uy mpopepyware ri 





GmohoynAiva, eyo yap déow Aadjonre, GAN 8 eav doby bpiv 

1 The bracketed words are omitted by a very strong group of Western 
authorities (Syr*"" has to be added to those given by Tisch); but if they are 
retained in the text, the phrase és 7 vi forms an important coincidence 
between Lk A and Mt, and may point to a Logian origin for both. 
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ae A , a a a 

ip ordua kat codiay 7 ov durn- éy éxeivy TH pa tTovto dadeire, 
, a 4 ni P 

covrat avrTistivue i) avTeumeiy ov yap éote tpeis of Aadovvtes 

a * 3 , \ ae 2 . x a i’ & 

Graves of dytixeipevoe tpiv. adda 76 mvedpa 76 aytov. 


Mt x. 19, 20 drav d¢ mapaddow 
buds, pi) pepturnonre mas f re 
Aadjonte’ SoOncerar yap dpiv 
ev ékeivyn TH pa ri AadnonTe 
od yap tpeis até of Aadovvres 


yyy A ~ ~ Mtn 
GAG 7d TyedUA Tov TaTpbs tpav 





TO Aadody ev tyiv. 

The Lucan dodoyéopa (Lk 2, Acts 6, Paul 2 only) connects A 
and B. 

The chief resemblances are between Mk and Mt, though the 
passages are differently placed. In Mt it forms part of a longer 
passage placed by him in the charge to the Twelve, but hardly 
likely to have been spoken so early. 

As Lk B and Mk are parallel in position, it is curious that Lk, 
who speaks most often of the ‘Holy Spirit’ (p. 27), should omit 
Mk’s words 76 mvedpa 7d dyov there: but it occurs in Lk A. 


No. 11. 
A. 


| oe 

Lk xiv. 11 6m was 6 bay éavrdy 
tarewoOnoerat Kat 6 Tamewav 
€autov twabyoerat. 

Lk xviii. 14 Ott was 6 bWdv cavroy 

' a ARs , 

tarewoOnoera, 6 O€ Tamewar 
éavrov tyrwbjoerat. 

Mt xxiii. 12 doris 8€ tpooe Eavrov 


TamewoOnoerat, kal atts TaTELVa- 





: 
oer €avTov inpoOnoerat. 


Except for the conjunctions caf and 6¢, Lk A and Lk B are 
identical. 

They agree against Mt in having mas 6 with a participle, while 
he has éons with a verb. In Mt No. 2 (p. 83) the former con- 
struction marked the apparently Logian pair of passages; but 
here all three are probably Logian. 
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The resemblance between Lk xvii. 31 and xxi. 21 has 
not been thought sufficient to constitute another Lucan 
doublet, but it is worth notice. Also the narratives in 
Lk v. 29, 30 and xv. 1, 2 are remarkably similar. And 
Lk vi. 9 may be compared with xiv. 3 (to which, however, 
the parallel in Mt xii. 10 is more close); and viii. 21 with 
xi. 28. 


APPENDIX TO THE COLLECTION OF DOUBLETS 


The saying,‘ He that hath ears, &¢. 


Mt A. 
Mt xi. 15 6 éxov ora 
dkoveTw. 
Mt B. Mk A. Lk A. 
Mt xiii, 9 6 ¢yov dra| Mk iv. g és eye dra) Lk viii. 8 6 fyav dra 
axovero, dxovew dkovéro. akovew dkoveTo. 
Mk B. 


Mk iv. 23 ef res yet 
dra dkovew dkoveTo. 
Mt C. 

Mt xiii. 43 6 ¢xov dra 

dkovero, 
Lk B. 
Lk xiv. 35 6 éyav Sra 





> 2 3 
QKUVELY AKOVET®@, 





As being used 3 times by Mt, and as being merely an adjunct 
to other sayings, this brief utterance was not included among the 
doublets. 

Each Gospel adheres to some peculiarity of form: Mt omits 
dxoverry, Mk has the verb with dxovev, and Lk the participle with 
dkovewv, on each occasion. So it is to editors and not to sources 
that these variations are apparently to be ascribed. 

This was evidently a well-known proverbial phrase: it occurs in 
Rev ii. 7, 11, 17, 29; ili. 6, 13, 22 6 ¢yov ods dxovedrw . . ., and 
Rev xiii. g ef rus €xet ods dxovedto. With all those instances com- 
pare Mt’s omission of dxovew, and with the last of them Mk B. 
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This is the most frequently repeated of the complete‘ sayings in 
the Gospels, as it occurs 7 times.? The next in order of frequency 
are ‘Whosoever will save his life, &c.’, 6 times including Jn xii. 
25 (p. 87 f.); ‘To him that hath, &c.’ (p. 89), and ‘ Let him take up 
his cross, &c.’ (p. 86), each 5 times. No other saying seems to 
occur oftener than 4 times. 


SECTION V 


THE SOURCE LARGELY USED BY MATTHEW AND LUKE, 
APART FROM MARK 


IN the first edition of this book (1899) the title of the 
present Section was ‘The Logia of Matthew as a probable 
source’, Since then the scholars of England and America 
have largely followed those of Germany in designating 
this source as Q (= Quelle). For it has been generally 
admitted that to call it ‘the Logia of Matthew’ was unfairly 
* question-begging ’,? as assuming that Matthew and Luke 
certainly used the document named by Papias (p. xiii). 
But the abandonment of that name in favour of the neutral 
symbol Q need not involve any intention of begging the 
question in the other direction, by ignoring the reasons 
for holding that the only two documents named by the 
earliest writer who deals with sources at all are the two 
which bulk so largely in our First and Third Gospels.* 

The exact or almost exact correspondence of some 
parallel passages of considerable extent (p. 66) and the use 
of not a few peculiar and unusual expressions (pp. 54 ff.) 
in both Gospels combine to make it highly probable that 

this Q was a written source. And the probability that it 


1 ¢There shall be weeping and gnashing, &c.,’ occurring 7 times, is 
excluded, as being only a portion of various sayings (p. 170). 

* In the received text 8 times, but WH Tisch R omit Mk vii. 16. 

3 So Dean Armitage Robinson, Study of the Gospels, pp. 69 f. 

4 I venture to refer to the Expository Times, vol. xii, pp. 72 ff. and 139. 
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was used by the two Evangelists independently, and not 
by either of them through the other as an intermediary 
source, is not much lower, and is now very widely re- 
cognized. 

The only sure means of arriving at sound conclusions as 
to the nature and extent of the unfortunately non-existent 
Q is to collect and examine such passages! as are found in 
Matthew and Luke only, and are sufficiently parallel to give 
reasonable ground for supposing that they are drawn from 
the same original. I give such a list here, though not with 
any feeling of positiveness or even of self-consistency. 
For it is rather larger than the list which was offered in 
the first edition of this book, but considerably smaller than 
another which I am printing elsewhere,’ my object there 
being to give every exclusively Matthaeo-Lucan parallel, 
however unlikely some of them may be to have had 
a common written origin. But it is only® by using, or 
making, some such list, that we can advance beyond guess- 
work as to Q. 


Mt iii. 7-10 =Lk iii. 7-9. Mt v. 39, 40, = Lk vi. 27-30, 
iii, 12 = ik 17 42, 44-8 32-6. 
iv, 3-11 = iv. 3-13. * vi. 9-13 = xi. 2-4. 
V.4, 2,3, 4,6= vi.20,21(?). | ro * vi,20,2t = ~— xii. 335, 34. 
5 v.11, 12 = vi. 22, 23. * vi.22,23 = xi. 34, 35. 
* v.18 = xvi. 17. * vi. 24 = xvi, 13. 
* v.25, 26 = xii. 58, 59. * vi. 25-33 = ~ xii, 22-31. 


1 The word ‘ passages’ is used, for want of a better term, to include some 
shorter sentences than we usually designate by that name. 

? In a forthcoming volume of Studies in the Synoptic Problem, edited by 
Dr. Sanday (Clarendon Press), I have there worked out several points 
which are passed over either entirely or with slight allusion in this 
Section. 

3 Perhaps an exception to this statement is supplied by Luke’s collocation 
of sayings in xvi. 17, 18 (= Mt v. 18 and 32), taken together with his ‘ But I 
say unto you which hear’ in vi. 27, when he had written nothing to suggest 
the contrast involved in ‘but’ (dAAa): it does seem to be thus doubly 
implied that Luke had before him, or at least knew, the comparisons 
between the old and new law of life in Mt v. 17-48, though he did not 
insert them in his Gospel. 
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Mt vii. 1, 2 =Lk vi. 37, 38. 45 *Mtxi.25-7 = Lkx. a1, 22. 
15 vii. 3-5 = vi. 41, 42. * xii.2a2,23) = xi. 14. 
vii. 7-11 = xi. 9-13. xii. 27, 28 = xi. I9, 20. 
*1 vii, ra = vi. 31. xii. 30 = xi, 23. 
* vii. 13,14? = xili. 23, 24(?). p* xii. 33-5 = Vi. 43-5. 
vii, 21 = vi. 46, 50D xii, 38-42 = xi. 16,29-32. 
20 * vii,22,23 = xiii, 25-7 xii. 43-5 = = xi. 24-6. 
(??). * xij, 16,17 = <. 23, 24. 
vii. 24-7 = vi. 47-9. * xiii. 33 = Xili, 20, 21. 
vill. 5-10 = =_—s iii, 1-3, 6-9. * RVE T4 = vi. 39. 
* viii. 1z,12 = xiii, 28, 29. 55 D* xvii. 20 = xvii. 6°(?), 
* vill. 19, 20 = ix. 57, 58. * xviii. 7 = xvii. 1. 
25 (* viii, at,22 = ix. 59, 60. * xviii. 12-14 = Xv. 4,5,7. 
* ix, 397,98 j= x. 2. * xviii. 15 = xvii. 3. 
ee oa | = x90. \5o * xviii. at, 22 = xvii. 4 (?), 
* x. 8a = x.9a, os 60 * xix, 28 = xxii. 28, 30(?). 
* 3x. 104 = aids cha * xxiii. 4 = xi. 46. 
go * x. 106 = x,7b. |< p* xxiii, 12 = xiv. rz (and 
* xX, IT =x, 8 (cf.7) © a xviii. 14). 
* X.I2,13 0 = x,5,6,| 88 * xxiii, 13 (14 
p* x. 15 = x12, | 3$ in WH) = xi. 52. 
* 4x, 164 = xX.3 ze * xxiii, 23 = xi. 42. 
35 * x. 24,25a@ = vi. 40%(?), 65 * xxiii, 25,26 = xi. 39, 41. 
* x, 26-33 = xii, 2-9. * xxiii, 27 = xi. 44 (??). 
* x. 34-6 = xii 51-3. * xxiii, 29-31 = xi. 47, 48. 
* x. 37 = xiv. 26(?). * xxiii. 34-6 = xi. 49-51. 
D* x, 38 = xiv, 27 (?). * xxiii. 37-9 = xiii. 34, 35. 
40 * x. 40 = x, 164(?), qo * xxiv. 27 = xvii. 24. 
xi. 2,3,4-I11= vii, 18, 19, * xxiv. 28 = xvii. 37. 
22-8. * xxiv. 37-9 = xvii. 26, 27. 
* xi,I2,13 9 = xvi. 16. * Xxiv. 40, 41 = xvil.34,35(?). 
xi. 16-19 == Vii. 31-5. q4 * xxiv. 43-51a@= xii. 39, 40, 
* xi, 21-4 = xX. 12-15. 42-6. 





The asterisk denotes some difference of position in the 
two Gospels. 


1In this case the change of position is within the limits of the same 
discourse. : 

2 Mt vii. 16-18=Lk vi. 43-4 might have been expected to be the next 
entry; but the Lucan passage is so much more similar in wording (though 
not in position) to Mt xii, 33-5 that it is entered opposite to those verses, 

3 Compare also Jn xiii. 16; xv. 20. 

* Compare also Jn xiii. 20. This and the preceding note help to show us 
that various forms—how many we know not—of the same saying were 
current in the Church. 

5 See also Mt ix. 32, 33, [34], which is closer in language to the Lucan 
parallel, though placed in a different context. 

6 The remarkable expression, ‘faith as a grain of mustard seed,’ occurs 
only in these two passages, not in Mk xi. 23, Mt xxi. 21, which are 
apparently of Marcan origin. See p. 89f. 
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In the passages marked D there are complications caused 
by the existence of doublets (also in Mt x. 26 = Lk xii. 2, 
though not in the rest of the passage combined with them). 

If Mt xvi. 2, 3 and xxi. 44 had not been omitted as 
almost certainly spurious, the parallels to them would have 
been Lk xii. 54-6 (?) and xx. 18 respectively. 

In the above list of passages from Matthew there are 
contained 188 verses and 6 parts of others; putting these 
together we may reckon them as about 191 verses, or rather 
more than one-sixth of the 1,068 verses of Matthew. 
From Luke are drawn 179 verses and 4 parts of verses, 
which similarly we may reckon together as 181 verses, 
being less than one-sixth of the 1,149 verses of Luke. If 
we were to include, as many would do, the partially 
corresponding parables? of the Marriage of the King’s Son 
and the Great Supper (Mt xxii. 1-10, Lk xiv. 15-24), and 
of the Talents and the Pounds (Mt xxv. 14-30, Lk xix. 
11-27), there would be an addition of (Io+17 =) 27 verses 
in each case, raising the numbers in Matthew to 218 and 
in Luke to 208. 

But such reckoning by verses is of course rough and un- 
satisfactory ; and it is better to regard the above parallels 
as seventy-four separate or separable passages. Fifty-six 
of these, or more than two-thirds, are more or less differ- 
ently placed in the two Gospels, and are therefore marked * 
in thé list. 

Passages which seemed at all likely to have been derived 
from Mark were excluded from the list. But of course it 
is quite possible, and it has been suggested in the preceding 


1 It seemed to me on the whole that these partial correspondences were 
not sufficient to outweigh the differences of occasion and object in these 
Parables, so I have placed them in the lists of passages peculiar to Matthew 
and Luke, with queries (?) attached to them in each case (pp. 3 and 15). 
Harnack (Sayings of Jesus, E. T., pp. 118-26) relegates them to an 
Appendix, in company with the imperfect parallel in Mt xxi. 32 and Lk vii. 
29, 30. 
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Section, that some of the sayings omitted on that ground 
may have been handed down in variant forms through 
Mark and Q independently of one another. If this is 
thought to be fairly probable, the following passages might 
be ranked as drawn from Q or Logia: Mt v. 13 = Lk xiv. 
34 f.5 Mt v. 15 = Lk si. 93 (7): Mt v. 2 = Lk xvi. 18; 
Mt xxv. 29 = Lk xix. 26; and perhaps some others 
mentioned above among the doublets, as Mt x. 39 = xvii. 
33; Mt xxiii. rr = Lk xxii. 26 (?) (pp. 87, 91). 

Again, in two cases some details introductory to sayings 
have been excluded as due to Luke (Lk vii. 3, 4, 5, and 
20, 21); but on the other hand they may have been in Q, 
and their omission by Matthew may be owing to his habit 
of shortening narratives (pp. 158 ff.). 

For those and other reasons exactness and completeness 
are by no means claimed for the above list. It contains 
a speculative element which, it is hoped, has been absent 
from the previous tables in this book, and the compiler of 
it has had to use his own discretion on several points as to 
which there can be no certainty in the present state of our 
knowledge. But, such as it is, it may be offered for use 
at least tentatively and in the way of a working hypothesis. 
And if it is so used it supplies the following intimations, or 
at least suggestions, as to the contents of Q !:— 

(i) If—and it is an important if—the whole of Q was 
homogeneous with the parts that have been preserved for 
us in Matthew and Luke, it consisted almost exclusively of 
sayings of Jesus, introduced, when necessary, by explana- 
tions of the occasions on which they were spoken. This 
description does not cover the first two passages, which 
contain records of the Baptist’s teaching. These, however, 
may have been prefixed in order to explain and account 
for the subsequent references to the Baptist in the sayings 


1 The general probabilities as to Q are very clearly summed up by 
Jiilicher, Introd. to N. T., E. T., pp. 354-60. 
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of Jesus (Mt xi. 2-19, perhaps also xxi. 31 f, and 
parallels). 

(ii) Sayings belonging to the period of the Passion- 
narrative do not seem to have been included in Q. The 
only reference to that period in the above list is Lk xxii. 
28, 30; and in that case the few words identical in both 
Gospels seem to be better placed in Mt xix. 28. 

(iii) With the one important exception of the general 
arrangement of the Sermons on the Mount (Mt v-vii) and 
on the Level Place (Lk vi. 20 ff.) the two compilers, or at 
any rate one of them, did not regard the sayings in Q as 
placed in chronological order—or at least they, or he, did 
not attach importance to the order in which they found 
them. This appears from the fact, already mentioned, that 
more than two-thirds of the passages are placed more or 
less differently by Matthew and Luke. 

(iv) If we agree to exclude, as above, the two pairs of 
parables in Mt xxii. 1-10, Lk xiv. 15-24, and in Mt xxv. 
14-30 and Lk xix. 11-27 from Q, we find in it no parables 
of any considerable length. We must attribute to it, how- 
ever, the brief parables of the Lost Sheep and of the Leaven 
(and not improbably of the Mustard Seed also), besides 
many which we may call similitudes rather than parables. 

The very interesting and important, but unsolved and 
probably insoluble inquiry as to whether the First or the 
Third Gospel is the more exact and faithful representative 
to us of Q cannot be entered upon here. To use Well- 
hausen’s words, ‘ Die Frage, ob QO bei Matthdus oder bei 
Lukas urspriinglicher erhalten sei, lasst sich nicht rund 
beantworten.’? Harnack, who discusses the matter very 


1 But there are also some reasons for thinking that these records of the 
Baptist’s teaching may not be drawn from Q, but may have belonged to the 
original tradition generally used in our Second Gospel, though omitted from 
it in this particular case. So Woods in Studia Biblica, ii. 85, 94; Stanton 
in Enc. Brit., xxix. 41. 

2 Einlettung in die drei ersten Evangelien, p. 67; see his following pages. 
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thoroughly, gives the preference to Matthew, though re- 
garding most of Luke’s alterations as merely stylistic. 

The relative priority of the two great sources of the First 
and Third Gospels is another moot point ; Wellhausen ? 
regards Mark, Harnack® regards Q as the older. Sir W. M. 
Ramsay‘ thinks so highly of the antiquity of Q that he 
considers it likely to have been ‘ written while Christ was 
still living ’. 

If, as was above shown, the source which forms the 
subject of this Section supplies about one-sixth of each of 
the Gospels in which it is used, it might reasonably have 
been expected that words and expressions characteristic of 
that source could be found and noticed, in the way that 
characteristics of the Priestly Code have been observed in 
the composite Hexateuch.> But it seems to me that such 
linguistic evidence is wanting here: with the exception of 
words which are required by the special subject-matter, a 
renewed examination has failed to produce any expressions 
which I could definitely label as characteristic of Q.° This 
failure does not, of course, disprove the use of Q asa source; 
but it does strongly support the view, which the tables on 
pp. 4-8, 16-23 suggested, that both Matthew and Luke, 
and especially Luke, have so ‘ worked over’ the sources they 
employed that their Gospels frequently represent to us the 
substance rather than the words of the original documents. 

1 See Spriiche und Reden Jesu, translated as The Sayings of Jesus, pp. 1- 
126 passim, especially 112-15. 

2 Op. cit., pp. 73 ff., especially 87. 3 Op. cit., pp. 193 ff. (E. T.). 

* In his Luke the Physician, &c., p. 89. 

5 See Carpenter and Harford-Battersby’s Hexateuch, vol. i, pp. 61 ff., 
183 ff.; Driver’s Genesis, pp. vi ff. of Introduction. 


6 Harnack writes similarly as to the vocabulary (of. ci/., pp. 146, 152) ; 
but he finds ‘a certain unity of grammatical and stylistic colouring’ in the 


passages which he assigns to Q (pp. 162 f.). 
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PART III 


FURTHER STATISTICS AND OBSERVATIONS BEARING ON 
THE ORIGIN AND COMPOSITION OF EACH GOSPEL 


A. ON THE GOSPEL OF ST. MARK. 


Ir is well to take this Gospel first, as being almost 
certainly the earliest in date and quite certainly the 
simplest in structure. 

I propose to examine the portions of Mark which are not 
found in Matthew or Luke Though numerous, they are 
in most cases very brief, the chief exceptions to this brevity 
being the two miracles in vii. 32-7; viii. 22-6, and the 
parable in iv. 26-9. 

What gives interest and importance to these portions, 
even in their minute details, is the theory, now very 
generally held, that a source corresponding on the whole 
with our present Gospel of St. Mark was used by the other 
two Synoptists as a basis or Grandschrift, to which they 
added introductions, insertions and conclusions derived from 
other sources. For English readers this view is clearly 
explained and effectively supported by Mr. F. H. Woods 
in Studia Biblica:* his arguments? seem to me to lead 

‘In English they are brought together, in a way very convenient for 
reference, in the left-hand column of Zhe Common Tradition of the Synoptic 
Gospels, by Abbott and Rushbrooke (London, 1884); in Greek they can be 


most easily collected by taking note of the ordinary type in the first 
column of Rushbrooke’s Synofticon. 

* Vol. ii (Oxford, 1890). The same view is well expressed and illustrated 
by Jiilicher, Zxtrod. to N. T., E. T., pp. 348 ff. 

3 The most simple and impressive of them rests on the fact that ‘ the 
order of the whole of St. Mark, except of course what is peculiar to that 
Gospel, is confirmed either by St. Matthew or St. Luke, and the greater 
part of it by both’ (p. 61). The different placing of a quotation in Mk i. 2 
and in Mt xi. 10, Lk xi, 27 can hardly be called an exception. 
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irresistibly to the result which he thus expresses, ‘We 
conclude, therefore, that the common tradition upon which 
all the three Synoptics were based is substantially our 
St. Mark as far as matter, general form, and order are 
concerned’ (p. 94). 

But this conclusion, which may now (1909) be called 
a practically certain result of modern study of the ‘Synoptic 
Problem’, at once suggests a further question. What is 
the account to be given of the Marcan matter which neither 
Matthew nor Luke has incorporated, and which therefore 
lies before us as peculiar to Mark? It might be accounted 
for in two ways. Either (2) Matthew and Luke were 
ignorant of it, because it was added to the Marcan source 
at a time later than the date or dates at which they used 
it; or (4) it was before them, but was omitted or altered 
either by them when they transferred the other Marcan 
matter to their Gospels, or in the course of the subsequent 
use of those Gospels. In other words, did those compilers 
use an Ur-Marcus (to use the brief convenient German 
name for an original and probably shorter Mark which was 
altered and supplemented by a later editor), or did they 
use a source closely corresponding with our present Gospel 
of St. Mark? 

As a contribution towards the study of this question, 
I propose to bring together and classify the Marcan 
peculiarities, so that we may see how far they are such 
as would be likely to be omitted or altered. The stronger 
such likelihood is, and the larger the number of instances 
to which it extends, the greater will be the weight of 
evidence against the suggestion of an Ur-Marcus. For 
indeed it is only a suggestion to account for the phenomena 
which we are now considering: there is no external support 
for it in the words of Papias,! nor, I think, is there any 

1 Unless, indeed, it is thought that his phrase ob pévra tafe: implies a 
less orderly arrangement of materials than we find in this Gospel. But, 

12 
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internal evidence for it in the signs of compilation which 
some students believe they can detect even in this Gospel. 
Of such signs the most remarkable is perhaps that on which 
Wendt ! has laid stress, viz. the apparent resumption in 
xii. 13 of the narrative in iii. 6 about the Pharisees and 
Herodians. This may imply a collection of replies made 
by Jesus to questions and objections, of which Mark was 
making use, and from which he broke off in iii. 6 to return 
to it in xii. 13. Anda good case for the arrangement of 
various materials may be made as to chapter iv, and still 
more as to chapter ix,? and again as to chapter xiii, where 
Colani’s suggestion of the insertion of several verses from 
a presumably Jewish apocalypse has met with acceptance 
in many quarters. But such compilation must have been 
prior to that use of Mark by Matthew and Luke which the 
hypothesis before us involves.* 

In referring to the Marcan peculiarities it will be best to 
begin with those which have most to do with the substance 
of the narrative, and from them to pass on to those which 
are mainly or entirely linguistic. 

As an introduction to Section I, A and B, I quote some 
remarks of Dr. A. B. Bruce on this Gospel :—‘ It contains 


even in that case, the re-arrangement must have taken place before the 
time to which our hypothesis refers. 

1 See his Teaching of Jesus, E.T., i. 21. 

2 See especially Schmiedel in Enc, Bibl., ii, 1864 ff. 

5 See, for instance, Wendt, Teaching of Jesus, E. T., ii. 278, 358, 366, 
where he summarizes what he had said more fully in the untranslated part 
of his work, Lehre Jesu i. 10 ff.; and Charles, Eschatology (1899), pp. 323-9. 
The verses generally regarded as insertions from the ‘little Apecalypse’ 
are Mk xiii. 7, 8, 14-20, 24-7, 30, 31, and the parallels in Mt and Lk, 

* Might not Mark himself after Peter’s death have been the person who 
re-arranged (perhaps not always very carefully or skilfully) the groups of 
reminiscences which he had taken down from the lips of Peter in earlier 
years? This would help to reconcile the impression given by Papias (see 
above, p. xiii) with the express statement of Irenaeus (Haer, iii. 1) that it was 
after the death of Peter and Paul that Mark ‘ handed down to us in writing 
what Peter used to preach’. These and other patristic traditions relating 
to the Second Gospel are brought together by Scott-Moncreiff, St, Mark 
and the Triple Tradition, pp. 100-8. 
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unmistakable internal marks of a relatively early date. 
These marks are such as to suggest an eye and ear witness 
as the source of many narratives, and a narrator unem- 
barrassed by reverence. This feeling we know does come 
into play in biographical delineations of men whose charac- 
ters have become invested with sacredness, and its influence 
grows with time. The high esteem in which they are held 
more or less controls biographers, and begets a tendency 
to leave out humble facts and tone down traits indicative 
of pronounced individuality’ (Wzth Open Face, p. 25). 


SECTION I 


PASSAGES WHICH MAY HAVE BEEN OMITTED OR ALTERED 
AS BEING LIABLE TO BE MISUNDERSTOOD, OR TO GIVE 
OFFENCE, OR TO SUGGEST DIFFICULTIES ! 


A. Passages seeming (a) to limit the power of Jesus 
Christ, or (4) to be otherwise derogatory to, or 
unworthy of, Him. 

(2) 
I. 

Mk i. 32, 34 ‘ They brought unto him all that were sick... and 
he healed many that were sick’, compared with Mt viii. 16 ‘He 
... healed a// that were sick’, and Lk iv. 40 ‘ He laid his hands on 
every one of them and healed them’. Here Mark’s description might 
be thought to imply what Paley calls ‘tentative miracles; that is, 
where out of a great number of trials, some succeeded ’.? So also 
in Mk iii. 10 ‘ many’, compared with Mt xii. 15; Lk vi. rg ‘all’. 


By 

Mk iv. 36: it might be wondered how the ‘other boats’ 

weathered the storm. (Perhaps however Mark did not mean to 
imply that these also crossed the lake.) 

1 Cf. Dr. Abbott’s art. Gospels in Enc. Brit., x. 802, from which several of 


these instances were taken. 
2 Evidences of Christianity, Part I, prop. ii, chap. i. 
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3. 

Mk vi. 5 ‘He could (é8évaro) there do no mighty work, save, &c.’, 
compared with Mt xiii. 58 ‘He did not many mighty works there 
because of their unbelief’. (Perhaps too the omission by Mt of 
the sentence in Mk vii. 24 containing the words ov« 7dvvacOy Aabeiv 
may be due to the desire not to suggest inability of any kind. 
Compare also Mk i. 45 (unxére SvvacGat) with Lk v. 16.) 


4. 

Mk vii. 32-7: the use of spittle as a means of healing (cf. also 
Jn ix. 6), And perhaps painful effort might seem to be implied in 
the words ‘ looking up to heaven he sighed’. (Compare dvacrevdfas 
7@ mvevpare avrod in Mk viii. 12, omitted in Mt xvi. 2.) 


5. 
Mk viii. 22-6: in this miracle also spittle is used as a means ;? 
and the cure is represented as gradual.’ 


6. 


Mk xi. 20: the statement that the withering of the fig-tree was 
not noticed until the next morning might be dropped as obscuring 
the signal character of the miracle. Cf. Mt xxi. 19 and 20 mapa- 
xpiza. 

Ts 

Mk xv. 44, 45 @ ‘Pilate marvelled if he were already dead, &c.’ 
It might have been thought at least needless to introduce this 
question into ordinary teaching. 


(3) 


Mk i. 11 ‘Thou art my beloved Son, &c.’, said to Jesus: more 
public honour seems to be done to Him by the proclamation con- 
cerning Him, ‘ This is my beloved Son, &c.’ in Mt iii. 17. Luke 


1 These two are ‘the only cases in the Synoptic Gospels in which Jesus 
employs any other means than the laying on of hands’ (Gould, Comm. on 
Mark, p. 149). The Apostles are said to have ‘anointed with oil many that 
were sick’ in Mk vi. 13: cf. James v. 14. 

2 Similarly, the cure of the lunatic boy in Mk ix. 20-7 appears more 
gradual than in Mt xvii. 18 or Lk ix. 42. And see Allen, St. Mait., p. xxxiii, 
on the omission of Mk i. 23-8 by Mt. 
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however follows Mark. (Compare the revelation said in John i. 33 
io have been made to the Baptist at this time.) 


2. 
Mk i. 12 ‘The spirit driveth him forth (ék@dAdev)’: it is not 
surprising that Matthew and Luke express this guidance by the less 
forcible words dynx6n and #yero. 
3. 

Mk iii. 5 ‘ With anger’. Matthew and Luke omit this, though the 
latter (vi. 10) preserves the wepyBdeWduevos which goes with it in Mark. 
épyy is nowhere else in the Gospels ascribed to Jesus, except in 
a Western reading of Mk i. 41 (épyeo6ets): cf., however, Rev vi. 16. 


4. 
Mk iii. 21 ‘ His friends .. . went out to lay hold on him, for they 
said, He is beside himself (é&¢orn) ’.1 


5 
Mk v. 7 ‘I adjure thee by God’: it is only in this one of the 
three narratives that the unclean spirit dares to adjure Jesus (épxi¢w). 


6. 
Mk vi. 3 ‘Is not this the carpenter?’ See, however, also p. 75. 


7. 

Mk vi. 48 ‘He would have (#@edev) passed by them’. There 
might have been fear of this being taken to mean that He did not 
wish, or intend, to help them. 

8. 


Mk vii. 9 ‘Full well (xadés) do ye reject the commandment of 
God’, ‘This irony is replaced in Mt xv. 3 by the graver question, 
‘Why do ye also transgress the commandment ... ?’ 


9. 

Mk x. 14 ‘He was moved with indignation (ijyavdetnoev)’. Else- 
where this verb always implies more or less blameworthy anger, 
Mt xx. 24; xxi. 15; xxvi.8; Mk x. 413 xiv. 4; Lk xiii. 14. 


1 The reading in D* éféorara: avrovs, ab d ff? iq exentiat (exsentiat) eos, 
&c., is probably an attempt to avoid the difficulty. 
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Io. 


Mk x. 17, 18 ‘Good Master’ and ‘ Why callest thou me good?’ 
appear in Mt xix. 16, 17 as ‘ Master’ and ‘ Why askest thou me 
concerning that which is good?’ But Luke follows Mark. 


It. 


Mk xi. 3 ‘Straightway he will send him back hither’. This 
might seem, and has seemed (see Dr. A. B. Bruce 2% J/oc., and 
Speaker's Comm.), to detract from the dignity of the request, and 
from the importance of the impression made by it ;! hence perhaps 
the change of it to ‘ straightway he (the owner) will send them’, in 
Mt xxi. 3, as also in the received text even of Mark. See also p. 70. 


12. 


Mk xi. 13 ‘For it was not the season of figs’. This may have 
seemed, and has seemed to some, to imply an unjustifiable, or at 
least ignorant, expectation and consequent disappointment. We 
may perhaps compare ¢é@avpacey in Mk vi. 6, omitted in Mt xiii. 58 
(but cf. Mt viii. ro ; Lk vii. 9). 


13. 

Mk xii. 32 ‘ Of a truth, Master, thou hast well said, &c.’: it has 
been suggested that these words of the scribe may have seemed to 
a later editor ‘somewhat patronizing’, and may therefore have 
been omitted after Mt xxii. 40 (Allen 77 /oc.). 


14. 

Mk xiv. 14 ‘Where is my guest-chamber?’ This may have 
seemed a harshly expressed claim, and therefore the nov may have 
been omitted from Lk xxii. 11 which is otherwise identical with 
Mark (Matthew has no parallel clause, but cf. xxvi. 18). It has 
also dropped out from the received text of Mark. 


15. 
Mk xiv. 58 ‘ We heard him say, I will destroy this temple, &c.’ 
This, though only an accusation by the ‘false witnesses’ (cf. John 


1 <Tt certainly weakens the miraculous impression produced by the pre- 
dicted success of the demand when we learn that no more was asked for 
than a loan with the promise of immediate return’ (Salmon, Human Element 
in the Gospels, p. 425). 
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ii. 19), may have appeared to be an unfulfilled prophecy, or pos- 
sibly to have justified Jewish hostility, and may therefore have been 
softened into ‘I am able to destroy the temple of God’, Mt xxvi. 61. 
(There is no parallel in Luke.) 


B. Passages seeming to disparage the attainments or 
character of the Apostles.' 


I. 


Mk iv. 13 ‘Know ye not this parable ? and how shall ye know 
all the parables?’ This reference to dullness in the disciples them- 
selves is found only in Mark. 

2. 

Mk iv. 38 ‘Carest thou not that we perish?” seems more ex- 
pressive of distrust than the ‘Save, we perish’ of Mt viii. 25, or 
the ‘ We perish’ of Lk viii. 24. (Compare the use of od péAe in 
Lk x. 40; Jn x. 13.) 

3. 

Mk v. 3t ‘. . . And sayest thou, Who touched me?’ This ques- 
tion, omitted by Matthew and Luke (but implied in Lk viii. 46), may 
have been thought disrespectful from the disciples to their Master. 


4. 
Mk vi. 51 4, 52 ‘And they were sore amazed in themselves, for 
they understood not * concerning the loaves, but their heart was 
hardened’. There is no parallel to this in Matthew (cf., however, 
his record of the weakness of Peter’s faith in xiv. 28-33). Luke 
is wanting here. (To Mk vii. 18 there is a parallel in Mt xv. 16; 
Luke is wanting here also.) 
5. 

Mk viii. 17, 18 ‘Have ye your heart hardened?* Having eyes, 

1 Those who had come, or were coming, to regard the Twelve as ‘founda- 
tions’ of the Church (Rev xxi. 14) would be far more likely to soften or 
leave out than to strengthen or insert such passages. It has been noticed 
that Luke especially ‘spares the Twelve’: see Bruce in Exposttor’s Greek 
Test, i. 6 f., referring to Schanz. Cf. p. 197 below. 

2 With Matthew’s omission of od ovyjxay here, compare his insertions of 
Tore ouvnxay in xvi. 12, Xvii. 13. 

3 Or rather ‘ blinded’, which seems to be the better rendering of mwpodv, 
nmwpwots. See Dean Armitage Robinson, Comm. on Eph., p. 266. As he 
says, ‘‘‘ hardness”’ suggests a wilful obstinacy, which would scarcely be in 
place in’ either of these two sayings. 


122 Statistics and Observations Pt. WL A 


see ye not? and having ears, hear ye not?’ This is omitted 
in Matthew’s version of the rebuke (xvi. 8-11). Luke is wanting 
here. 

6. 

Mk ix. 38 ‘ We forbade him, because he followed not us ’ becomes 
in Lk ix. 49 ‘ because he followeth not with us’, which involves less 
claim to personal authority on the part of the speaker (John). 
Matthew omits the incident. 


rE 
Mk x. 35: here the sons of Zebedee themselves make, but in 
Mt xx. 20 their mother makes, the ambitious request. Luke omits 
it altogether. 


C. Other passages which might cause offence or difficulty. 


I. 
Mk ii. 23 6d0y mouetv (WH mg édomoueiv). This phrase, though 
not necessarily (see Judg xvii. 8) meaning that they broke a new 
path through the standing corn, might be taken to imply that they 
did so.* 
2 


Mk ii. 26 ‘ When Abiathar was high priest’. This was probably 
omitted on account of the historical difficulty: see, however, also 
p. 131 on the Proper Names in this Gospel. 


3. 

Mk ii. 27 ‘ The sabbath was made for man, and not man for the 
sabbath’, This may perhaps have been ‘a hard saying ’ for Jewish 
Christians,’ and may therefore have dropped out of use, though 
here it forms a step in the argument, which is not the case with 
the words substituted in Mt xii. 6, 7. In Luke there is nothing 
substituted, but a break seems to be implied (vi. 5). 


4 

Mk iii. 29 ‘. . . But is guilly ofan eternal sin’, an expression so 
mysterious and so much deeper than the usual idea of punishment, 
that daprijyaros has been altered into xpicews in the received text. 


1 See Field’s Notes on Transl. of N. T. in loc. (p. 25). 
2 Cf. Rom xiv. 5f.; Gal iv. 10; Col ii. 16f. 
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And a similar account may probably be given of the omission of 
the whole clause in Mt xii. 32 and Lk xii. 10.' 


5: 
Mk iv. 12 ‘ That (iva) seeing they may see, and not perceive, &c.’ 
For this Mt xiii. 14 has the easier ‘ because (ére)’. Luke however 
follows Mark. 


6. 


Mk iv. 26-9 the Parable of the Seed Growing Secretly.. Might 
there not have been fear of this discouraging activity and watch- 
fulness in missionary and pastoral work? See Linc/, Bibl, ii. 1863. 


rE 
Mk viii. 31; ix. 31; x. 34 ‘After three days’. In the parallel 
passages Matthew (xvi. 21; xvii. 23; xx. 19) and Luke (ix. 22; 
Xviii. 33, there being no parallel to Mk ix. 31) substitute ‘on the 
third day’; probably because the exactness of the prophecy would 
not otherwise be evident to persons unaccustomed to the Jewish 
method of computation (see e. g. Gen xlii. 17, 18; 1 Ki xii. 5, 12; 

Mt xxvii. 63, 64: cf. Hos vi. 2).? 


8 


Mk viii. 32 ‘And he spake the saying openly’. A difficult state- 
ment ; for (a) if wappyoig means plainly and unreservedly, it might 
be thought strange that the resurrection should have been so unex- 
pected when it occurred ; and (4) if it means that the announcement 
was made to others besides ‘ the disciples ’, this seems most unlikely 
at this period, and indeed inconsistent with verse 34, which speaks 
of the multitude as not being summoned until after this prediction 
had been given. 


9. 
Mk viii. 38 ‘In this adulterous and sinful generation’ might be 
omitted as seeming to narrow the application of the warning 
against being ‘ ashamed of’ Christ. 


1 Compare the case of the obscure verse Mk ix. 49 ‘For every one shall 
be salted with fire’, to which the Western text makes an addition (from 
Lev ii. 13) which seems to have been meant as explanatory, and which 
afterwards became part of the ‘ Syrian’ text. 

2 For other cases see Field, of. ci., p. 13. 


124 Statistics and Observations Pt. IL. A 


Io. 


Mk ix. 13 ‘ Even as it is written ofhim’. It is by no means clear 
how the ill-treatment of the Baptist had been ‘ written of’. Matthew 
avoids the difficulty by dropping the words. 


Il. 


Mk ix. 15 ‘ All the multitude, when they saw him, were greatly 
amazed’. It is very difficult to see what could have been the special 
cause of the amazement at this time, for any outward radiance result- 
ing from the Transfiguration is most unlikely ; and the statement 
is omitted by Matthew and Luke. 


12. 


Mk ix. 22 6-24 ‘If thou canst do anything... Help thou mine 
unbelief’. The fact that the father’s prayer was granted, notwith- 
standing these confessions of doubt, may have seemed to imply the 
acceptance of a lower standard of faith than the Church usually 
required ; hence perhaps the omission of this dialogue. 


13. 
Mk ix. 31 ‘ The Son of man is delivered up’. A prophetic present; 
but the péArer wapadidocba of Mt xvii. 22 and Lk ix. 44 is clearer 
and more obvious. (Similarly the 6 ey mive of Mk x. 38 becomes 6 
éy@ pedo mive in Mt xx. 22.) 
I 4. 

Mk ix. 39 6 ‘There is no man which shall do a mighty work 
in my name, and be able quickly to speak evil of me’. This might 
seem to be inconsistent with the teaching of Mt vii. 21-3; and on 
that account the words might have been omitted by Luke, and the 
whole incident by Matthew. 


15. 
In Mt xii. 8 the killing is said to be before the casting out of the 


vineyard ; the interpretation of the parable becomes easier if these 
acts are transposed, as is done in Mt xxi. 39; Lk xx. 15. 


16. 
Mk xv. 45 m7@pa. Matthew, Luke, and John use only cépa in 
this narrative : see Swete’s note, showing that mréya was a word 
likely to be avoided here by Christians (as indeed it is in the re- 
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ceived text even of Mark), because ‘ when employed for the dead 
body of a human being it carries a tone of contempt ’. 


14. 

Mk xv. 25 ‘ It was the third hour’: for proofs that this note of 
time, which Mark alone gives, has caused difficulties, see e. g. 
Speaker's Comm. tn loc. 


SECTION II 


* 


ENLARGEMENTS OF THE NARRATIVE, WHICH ADD NOTHING 
TO THE INFORMATION CONVEYED BY IT, BECAUSE 
THEY ARE EXPRESSED AGAIN, OR ARE DIRECTLY 
INVOLVED, IN THE CONTEXT 


These, which have been well named ‘context-supple- 
ments’, are very numerous in Mark, especially in the earlier 
chapters. They occur both in the actual narrative and in 
sayings which it embodies. The nature of them may be 
understood from the following two specimens :— 


(a) In ii. 18 @ Mark alone says that ‘John’s disciples and 
the Pharisees were fasting’: but this fact is again 
stated in the question put to Jesus in 184, which is 
also recorded in substance in Mt ix. 14; Lk v. 33. 

(6) In xv. 24 Mark alone adds to the mention of casting 
lots the words ‘upon them, which each should take’: 
but this is of course involved in the previous statement 
of all three Synoptists that they ‘parted his garments 
among them, casting lots’. 


I do not propose to print a list of such repetitions and 
amplifications, for it would be necessary in many cases to 
print with them a lengthy context, without which it could 
not be seen that they add nothing to the narrative. But 
instances, more or less distinct and characteristic, may be 
found and examined in the following verses, numbering 
more than a hundred :—Mk i. 4,7, 13, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 28, 
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34, 43* ; ii. 1, 2t, 8,9, 15T, 16, 18T, 197; iii. 8, 13, 17, 28, 
30, 313 iv. I, 2, 7,8, 15, 16, 24, 31, 32, 37, 393 V. I, 15, 17, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 34, 38, 40, 42; vi. 2, 4,17, 29, 35, 44, 50, 53, 
54,553 vil. 2, 8*, 13, 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 23, 257; viii. If, 
15, 273 ix. 2,8; x. 27, 32, 36, 52; xi. 2, 4, 6, 15, 27, 28; 
xii. 2, 14, 21f, 417, 437; xiii. 2, 19, 20; xiv. 4, 5, 7, 11, 15, 
16, 17, 20, 43, 45, 57, 66; xv. 22, 24, 25, 34. 

In the two cases marked * the whole verse may be called 
a context-supplement, and so may perhaps also ili. 30: the 
mark + has been added to a few other instances, which, 
with those marked *, may be considered first as the most 
instructive and interesting cases. 

A few of the passages here referred to are also included 
among the ‘duplicate expressions’ on pp. 139 ff. below. 

Now in a simple and original narrative, written or 
dictated by, or directly derived from an eyewitness, such 
repetitions and expatiations might very naturally occur: 
they may indeed be due to that special determination to 
‘omit nothing’ which Papias attributes to Mark as the 
‘interpreter of Peter’. And the omission of them after- 
wards, either in the compilation of a manuscript record or 
in the course of oral teaching, is also natural and likely. 
But what possible cause for the insertion of them by 
a later editor can be assigned, except a mere wish to 
extend the size of the narrative, without adding to its 
substance? And surely such a wish is inconceivable 
in the times and circumstances of the composition of the 
Gospels.? 

} Of course there has been no intention of denying in this Section that 
there are any ‘context-supplements’ peculiar to Matthew and to Luke 


respectively (see e.g. Mt xiv. 16; xv. 20; Lk vi. 8; viii. 27, 53); but they 
are certainly very few in comparison with those in Mark. 
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SECTION III 


MINOR ADDITIONS TO THE NARRATIVE 


I use the word ‘minor’ of the Marcan additions now 
referred to, in order to denote this characteristic of them, 
that though they add fullness to the narrative, and 
though they are almost always more or less graphic and 
picturesque and lifelike, they are not such as would seem 
important to those who had to teach the elements of 
Christianity. So far as we can judge from our earliest 
records, ‘the memoirs of the Apostles’ were chiefly drawn 
upon for the purposes of (i) exhibiting * Jesus of Nazareth’ 
as ‘approved of God by mighty works and wonders and 
signs’ (Acts ii. 22), and (ii) of supplying accounts of His 
teaching, especially on moral subjects (see e.g. Rom xii; 
James iv; Clem, Rom. xiii; Zp. Polycarp ii; Didache i). 
There would be no materials available for these purposes, 
nor again for the proofs of the Messiahship of Jesus drawn 
from prophecy for Jewish hearers, nor again for the 
articles of the Creed which soon began to grow out of the 
baptismal confession of faith, in the very great majority of 
these Marcan augmentations, , 

The following are characteristic specimens of them :— 


i. 33 ‘All the city was gathered together at the door’. 
iii. g ‘He spake to his disciples that a little boat should wait on 
him because of the crowd, lest they should throng him’. 
iii, 34 ‘ Looking round on them which sat round about him’. 
iv. 35 ‘ When even was come’. 
iv. 38 ‘In the stern... on the cushion ’. 


1 And so Irenaeus says that he had heard Polycarp relate what he had 
heard from eyewitnesses of the Lord wept rv Buvdpewv adrod nal mepl Tis 
bibacxadias. Eus., H. £., V. xx, quoting Irenaeus’ Epistle to Florinus. 

2 How natural that Peter should recall this precaution, and that there- 
fore Mark should write it down: yet how likely that other teachers and 
writers should omit it, since it appears that after all there was no recourse 
to the boat on this occasion (cf. v. 13 ‘he goeth up into the mountain’) ! 
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viii. 14 ‘They had not in the boat with them more than one loaf’. 
ix. 36 ‘ Taking him in his arms’. 
x. 50 ‘ He, casting away his garment, sprang up ’. 


And others may be examined in the following verses :— 
i. 19, 20, 29, 413 if. 153 iii. 19, 20, 23, 32; v. 3, 6, 19, 21, 
27, 32; vi. 21, 23, 25, 27, 31, 33, 38, 40, 56; vii. 24, 25; 
Vili. II, 12, 27, 32, 333 ix. 3, 14, 15, 16, 26, 34, 35; x. 1,16, 
17, 21, 22, 23,46, 493 Xi. 4, 11, 30; xii. 35, 41, 433; xiii. 3; 
Xiv. 3, 40, 41, 44, 54; xv. 8, 21, 31, 32.1 

Here again, as in the previous Section, the consideration 
of such passages seems to me to leave on the mind a very 
strong impression in favour of their having been dropped 
by compilers who presumably had in view the needs of 
Christian teachers and learners, and against their having 
been inserted by an editor of the Ur-Marcus. 

But, in both classes of cases (§§ II and III), there may 
seem to be one serious objection to this view. It appears 
at first sight extremely improbable that Matthew and 
Luke, even though influenced by the same motive, viz. the 
adaptation of the Marcan narrative for the practical use 
of teachers, should have agreed in the omission of so very 
many phrases and details. But this improbability becomes 
slighter when we observe that this agreement in omission 
is by no means complete and uniform. Our business in 
these two Sections has been to take note of words and 
passages as to which Mark stands alone. But it is to be 
also remembered that there are a good many cases in 
which Luke retains, while Matthew omits, both the *con- 
text-supplements’ and the unimportant additional details 
of the Marcan document. There are also some cases in 
which Matthew retains, while Luke omits; but these are 


1 Perhaps too some statements of Mark alone to the effect that the 
explanations of certain sayings, &c., were given to the Apostles subse- 
quently and privately might come under this heading: see Mk iv. 10, 34; 
vii. 17; ix. 28, 33; x. Io. 
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not so many, for, as will be seen (p. 158), Matthew has a 
much stronger tendency than Luke to shorten narratives 
and in this respect to depart from the model of Mark. 

A glance in Rushbrooke’s Sywopticon at the passages 
named in the two lists which follow, will supply some 
proofs of what has just been said, and will show that there 
are differences, as well as agreements, between Matthew 
and Luke, which must be taken into account in forming an 
estimate of what the Gospel of Mark was when they used 
itasasource. Those marked * are of the nature of ‘con- 
text-supplements’; the rest are additional details, some- 
times graphic and lifelike, but never religiously or morally 
important.? 


List I. 


Luke follows Mark in retaining, while Matthew omits :-— 


“1. Mki. 44; Lk v. 14: ‘for thy cleansing,’ 
2. Mkii. 7; Lk v. 21: ‘who can forgive sins, &c.’ (which is in- 
volved in ‘ blasphemeth ’). 
3. Mk iii. 3; Lk vi. 8: the man with the withered hand called 
to ‘stand forth’. 
4. Mk iii. 5; Lk vi. ro: ‘he looked round about on them.’ 
5. Mkiv. 41; Lk viii. 25: * one to another.’ 
6. Mk v. 4; Lk vii. 29: the attempts to bind the demoniac. 
7. Mk v.15; Uk viii. 35: ‘sitting, clothed and in his right mind.’ 
8. Mkv. 30; Lkviii. 45: ‘Jesus... said... Who touched, &c.’ 
*9. Mk x. 20; Lk xviii. 21: ‘from my youth,’ 
1o. Mk x. 30; Lk xviii. 30: ‘in this time . . . in the world to come.’ 
11. Mk x. 47; Lk xviii. 37: ‘ of Nazareth.’ 
*r2, Mk x. 48; Lk xviii. 39: ‘the more a great deal.’ 
13. Mk xi. 5,6; Lk xix. 32-4: ‘ what do ye, loosing the colt, &c.’ 
14. Mk xiv. 13-15; Lk xxii, ro-12: the man with a pitcher of 
water, &c. 


1 Compare Nestle’s interesting remarks on the evidence supplied by 
textual criticism in support of his view that ‘the Gospel was originally 
narrated in a much more vivacious style’ than that in which most of our 
present authorities present it to us (Textual Criticism of Greek N. T., E. T., 
Ppp. 192-6). 


HAWKINS K 


130 Statistics and Observations Pr. IL. A 


15. Mk xv. 213 Lk xxiii, 26: ‘from the country.’ 
To which may be added the following taken from the list 
(pp. 139 ff.) of ‘duplicate expressions’ in Mark : 
*16. Mk ii. 20; Lk v. 35: ‘in that day’ (or ‘those days’). 
*17. Mk iv. 39; Lk viii. 24: ‘the wind ceased.’ 
*18. Mk vi. 36; Lk ix. r2: ‘the country round about.’ 


List II. 
Matthew follows Mark in retaining, while Luke omits :— 


1. Mk iii. 33; Mt xii. 48: ‘who is my mother, &c.’ 
2. Mk iv. 1; Mt xiii. 1, 2: ‘by the sea side... he entered into 
a boat and sat.’ 
"3. Mk iv. 5; Mt xiii. 5: ‘where it had not much earth’ (Cf. 
Lk viii. 6.) 
4 Mk v. 23; Mt ix. 18: ‘lay thy hands on her, &c.’ 
*o Mkv. 28; Mt ix. 21: ‘For she said, If I touch but, &c.’ 


*6. Mk vi. 35; Mt xiv. 13: the lateness of the hour twice 
mentioned. 


*7, Mk x. 26; Mt xix. 2g: ‘they were astonished exceedingly 
(this is implied in their question). 
8. Mk x. 27; Mt xix. 26: ‘looking upon them.’ 


Before passing on from the substance to the phraseology 
of Mark, two other kinds of Marcan peculiarities may be 
named, the omission of which seems much more probable 
than their subsequent insertion by an editor :— 


1. The Aramaic! or Hebrew phrases ‘ Boanerges’ iii. 17 ; 
‘Talitha cumi’ v. 41 ; ‘Corban’ vii. 11; ‘ Ephphatha’ 
vii. 34. ‘Abba’ xiv. 36 is perhaps not a case in point, 
as it seems to have been a ‘liturgical formula’: see 
Lightfoot on Gal iv. 6; also Rom viii. 15. In xv. 22 


(‘Golgotha’) and xv. 34 (‘Eloi &c.’) there are parallels 
in Matthew but not in Luke. 


' See Schirer’s Hist. of the Jewish People in the Time of Jesus Christ, 
E. T., II. i. 9 f. on the ‘complete prevalence of Aramaic’, though ‘ Hebrew 
still remained in use as ‘‘ the sacred language ’’.’ 
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2. Some unimportant Proper Names,! viz. Alphaeus ii. 
14; Decapolis v. 20; Bartimaeus the son of Timaeus 
x. 46; Alexander and Rufus xv. 21; Salome xv. 40. 
On Boanerges see above, and on Abiathar (ii. 26) 
see p, 122, 


SECTION IV 


RUDE, HARSH, OBSCURE OR UNUSUAL WORDS OR EXPRES- 
SIONS, WHICH MAY THEREFORE HAVE BEEN OMITTED 
OR REPLACED BY OTHERS 2 


(z) Various unusual words and constructions. 
I. 


Mk i. 10 oy:fouevovs, a word used nowhere else in N.T. or 
LXX of the opening of the heavens. In Mt iii. 16 and Lk iti. 21 
we have the more usual and suitable qvegyOnoav, dveyyOqvat, as in 
Is Ixiv. 1; Jn i. 51; Acts x. 11; Rev xix. 118 


2. 


Mk i. 16 dyi8ddXovras without an accusative. In the parallel 
Mt iv. 18 (@addAovras dupiBAnorpov, to which the received text in 
Mark has been assimilated: cf. Hab i. 17 du@iBadei rd dupiBdAnotpov 
avrov. 

3- 

Mk i. 23 év mvetpare dxaddpte, where Luke has the ‘easier phrase’ 
(Swete) you mveipa Sarpoviov deabdprov. So also in Mk v. 2, where 
Matthew has damonfopuevor and Luke has éyov Saydma. These are 
the only two places in which ¢v mvetpars is used with reference to 
evil spirits. 

' Dr. A. Wright has discussed the Proper Names in St. Mark very fully 
in Some New Testament Problems, pp. 56 ff. 

2 Besides E. A. Abbott in Exc. Brit, x. 802, referred to in my first 
edition, see Dean A. Robinson, Study of the Gospels, p. 46, especially on 
Mark’s ‘190 short relative clauses’; and on his style generally, Jiilicher, 
Introd. to N. T., E. T., pp. 324 f.; and on his Aramaisms which Matthew and 
Luke may have ‘pruned away’, J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 242 (quoting 
Wellhausen), and Allen in Expository Times, xiii. 328 f. ; also Maclean in 
Dict. of Christ and the Gospels, ii. 129 fi. 

3 See Abbott’s remarks, From Letter to Spirit, § 642, on ‘the special force 
about Mark’ here. 
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4. 
Mk i. 34 and xi. 16 #uev, an unusual and irregular form: see 
Winer, § xiv. 3 (2). 
5. 
Mk i. 38 xopoméddres : here only in N. T. and not in LXX, 
6. 
Mk ii. 4, 9, 1, 123 vi. 55 «pdBarros,' replaced in Matthew and 
Luke by «dixn or kAwidiov, but also used John 4, Acts 2. 
7. 
Mk ii. 16 6re= ‘why’; also in ix. 11, 28. See pp. 13 and 35. 
8. 


Mk ii. 21? empamre, a verb found nowhere else in Greek: 
replaced in Matthew and Luke by émSaAe, 


9. 
Mk v. 23; vii. 25 Ovyarpiov: here only in N. T. and not in LXX$ 
10. 
Mk v. 23 éeoydras exet.! 
1I-14, 


Mk vi. 27 omexovAdrwp, a Latin word peculiar to Mark, as also is 
kevtupiov XV. 39, 44, 45: see also é€orns— sextarius ’ in vii. 4 (used 
also in Jos. Avz. viii. 2.9). The phrase in xv. 15, 10 ixavéy rotjoa = 
‘ satisfacere,’ may also be added. But against these exclusively 
Marcan Latinisms is to be set xovorwSia found only in Mt xxvii. 
65, 66; xxviii. 11. See Swete’s Comm., p. xliii f., against laying too 
great stress on the occurrence of such words. 


15-17. 
Mk vi. 39 cupmdota cupmécia, and 40 mpactai mpacii, Hebraistic 
expressions :° see also évo0 do Mk vi. 7 (the reading dra dv0 dve in 
Lk x. 1 is doubtful). 


1 This word is condemned by Phrynichus : see Thayer’s Lex., s.v. 

2 On Mark’s use of mAjpwya in this verse see Robinson’s Ephesians, 
p. 256. 

8 Mark is thought to have a ‘predilection for diminutives’ (Hastings 
D. B., iii. 251) ; but all the other six of the seven used by him have parallel 
in Matthew or in John. 

* This expression is condemned by Phrynichus: see Thayer’s Lex., »o. v. 

5 See however J. H. Moulton, Gram, i. 97. 
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18. 


Mk viii. 12 ef 806joera, a Hebraism found here only in N. T., 
except in the citations of Ps, xciv. (xcv.) 11 in Heb iii. 11; iv. 3, 5. 


19. 
Mk ix. 1 eloiv rwes &de rév éorynxérov: an awkward arrangement 
of words, which Matthew and Luke avoid by placing their respective 
adverbs (&8e and avrod) after ray. 


20. 
Mk xi. 14 pyxére ... pndels kaprov gddyo. The use of the 
optative had become rare'in the Greek of N. T. times (J. H. Moulton, 
Gram., i. 179, 197). Besides which it might here seem more like 
a wish for, and imprecation of, evil than the od jnkére de ood Kapmds 
yévnrat of Mt xxi. 19, which has more of a future sense. 


at. 
Mk xi. 19 érav dye eyévero. On the indicative after drav, see pp. 13 
and 35. 
22. 
Mk xii. 4 exepadiooay or cxeadraiwoav, Of these forms the first 
is not found elsewhere, and the second has a different meaning. 
See Wright’s note, S¥. Luke, p. 171. 


23. 

Mk xiii. 11 py mpopepmyare, a verb not found elsewhere in N. T., 

LXX, or Classical writers : instead of it we find py pepipyjonre in 
Mt x. 19, Lk xii. 11, and py mpopederav in Lk xxi. 14. 


24. 
Mk xiii. 16 6 e’s rév dypdv. Though this is explicable (Swete zz 
Joc.; Blass, Gram., p. 122), the preposition év as used in Mt xxiv. 18 
and Lk xvii. 31 is much more simple and obvious (so also in Mt 
xxiv. 40). Similarly we have the contrast between another con- 
structio praegnans in Mk xiii. 9 eis cvvaywyas Sapyoeobe and Matthew’s 
ev tais au. abtev paottyocovew tpas (xX. 17). 
25. 
Mk xiii. 19 gcovra: yap ai jyépar éxeivar OAiYis, an unusual expres- 
sion, avoided in Mt xxiv. 21; Lk xxi. 23. 


1 Tt is least rare in the Lucan books and in the Epistles ; see p. 53. 
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20. 

Mk xiii. 19 ofa... rovavrn ‘is perhaps unique’ (Swete 2 Joc.). 
Totatty does not occur in the parallel Mt xxiv. 21, nor in Dan xii. 1 
(either LXX or Theod.) which is here being referred to. See, how- 
ever, Gen xli. 19; and compare #ris roravry in Ex ix. 24 and xi. 6. 
Somewhat similar is Mark’s ofa. . . ovras in the best texts of ix. 3. 


2s 
Mk xiv. 3 dvros adrod ... xataxesévov: a rather awkward con- 
currence of two genitives absolute in the same sentence, which 
Matthew avoids by re-arrangement (xxvi. 6, 7). 


28. 

Mk xiv. 19 cis xaé’ eis: the exact phrase is only found here and in 
the Pertcope de Adultera (Jn viii.9). See Deissmann, Brble Studies, 
E. T., p. 138. 

29. 

Mk xiv. 31 éxmepiooas is found nowhere else in Greek (umepex- 

mepiaoas perhaps in 1 Thes v. 13). 


30. 
Mk xiv. 41 améxer: for this impersonal use of the verb only a 
single parallel (from Ps.-Anacreon) is quoted. 


31. 
Mk xiv. 44 otoonpov (for which Mt xxvi. 48 has onpetov): here 
only in N. T., but LXX 6 and not very rare elsewhere.? 


32. 
Mk xiv. 68 mpoavAcov: here only in N.T. and not in LXX. Its 
place is supplied by wuAwy in Mt xxvi. 71, and Luke has no parallel. 


33- 
Mk xiv. 72 émPaddv: a strange and obscure word as used here.” 


Besides the very unusual words which form the greater 


1 Another expression condemned by Phrynichus: see Thayer’s Lex., s.v. 
He also condemns fdmoya used in verse 65 (see Abbott, Corrections of Mark, 
§ 492). 

? See Field’s Notes on Transl. of N. T. in loc. 
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part of the preceding list, it will be seen in the Appendix 
on ‘The Synoptists and the Septuagint’ (p. 198) that the 
list of words peculiar to Mark is on the whole much less 
accordant with the LXX than the list of words peculiar to 
Matthew and Luke, the latter being the most accordant of 
the three. But the LXX may be taken as representing to 
us the standard of ordinary Hellenistic (or Kown) Greek, as 
applied to religious subjects. It thus appears that there was 
a certain unusualness in Mark’s vocabulary which would 
render it probable @ przorz that those who used his memoirs 
would, intentionally or unconsciously or both, modify the 
language of them by substituting more familiar or more 
conventionally sacred expressions. 

The relative numbers of Classical and non-Classical 
words in the Synoptic Gospels, as shown in the same 
Appendix (p. 207), also point, though less decidedly, to 
unusualness as a characteristic of the language of Mark. 


(4) Instances of anacoluthon, or broken or incomplete 
construction, in Mark, which are altered or avoided in 
Matthew or Luke or both. 

These are placed together in this sub-section for comparison with 
one another, as being particularly characteristic of Mark, 


I, 
Mk iii. 16 f. eroinoev rods dddexa (kai eeOnxey dvoua TH Sipare) Teérpov, 


kal “IdkwBov xrr. 


2. 
Mk iv. 31 f. ds Kéxko ds Grav orapy puxporepoy ov mavT@y . 
fog t. Dees Piles : 
kal érav o7mapy. 
3. 


Mk v. 23 Aéyov dre... eoxdras exer, va EAOdv émbfjs. The sen- 
tence is altered in the Western text of Mark, as well as in Matthew 
and Luke. 


Mk vi. 8f. ta pndev aipwow ..., adda trodedepévous .. . , Kai py 


évdtacadOat . + 
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5. 
Mk xi. 32 dddd cirapev . . . epoBortvro tov dyov. 


6. 


Mk xii. 19 Meiois eypawpev piv dre edy reves... iva AABy. 


7. 

Mk xii. 38-40... rav Oeddvrav ev crodais mepimateiv Kal domacpovs 
KrA., of katécOovres tas oixias. . . . No doubt OeAdvray might govern 
the noun domacpois (as in Lk v. 39; 2 Cor xi. 12) as well as the 
verb mepimareiv, but the sentence has thus a rather strange sound 
which Luke’s insertion of @:Aovvrwv removes. But of xaréoOovres 
following the genitive rév Oecd. is certainly an anacoluthon, which 
Luke avoids by the relative pronoun and verb of kareoOiovow. 


8. 

Mk xiii. 14 Bdedvypa Tis epnudcews éatnxdra (Mt xxiv. 15 éords): 
apparently a constructio ad sensum, with which may be compared 
Mk ix. 20 i8ap a’rév 76 mvedpa. (The same thought as in 2 Thes 
ii. 3 ff. may have been in the writer’s mind.) 


9. 
Mk xiv. 49 ddd’ va mAnpwbdow ai ypapai, where Matthew supplies 
the ellipsis by prefixing roidro d¢ ddov yéyovey instead of dAda. 
With these may be placed three other instances of imperfect con- 
struction, which do not amount to anacoluthon, but which also 
disappear in Matthew and Luke :— 


10, 
Mk iii. 8: the repetition of mAjOos modv after mod mAROos in 
verse 7. 
It. 
Mk iv. 8 eds rpidxovra kai ev éEnxovra Kai év éxardv: so WH, but the 
reading is very doubtful. 
12. 
Mk vii. 19 xaOapi{or mdvra ra Bpopara, where the nearest verb to 
which the participle can be attached is Aéye: at the beginning of 
verse 18. 
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13. 

Mk x, 29, 30 ov8eis earw ds ons «. . €ay py AGBy, where Luke has 
in the second clause és ody! wy Ady (xviii. 30), and Matthew alters 
the saying to was doris apjxey . . . Anuperat, 

There are also in Mk iv. 26; vii. 2-5; xiii. 34 three 
broken constructions more or less characteristic of Mark, but 
there happen to be no parallel passages in which we can see 
how Matthew or Luke dealt with them (with the last of 
them, however, cf. Mt xxv. 14). 


(c) Cases of ‘asyndeton’, or. want of connexion. 

As the word ‘harsh’ was used in the heading of this 
section, attention may here be called to an abruptness of 
construction, which may well be called harsh, in the reports 
of certain sayings in Mark, as contrasted with the reports 
in Matthew and Luke. This arises from his use of ‘ asyz- 
deton’, i.e. from the absence of conjunctions or other con- 
necting words. An examination of the chief instances? of 
this difference will, I think, make it appear highly probable 
that the smoother and more connected forms of the sentences 
in Matthew and Luke were altered from the more rough 
and crude forms in Mark, and not vice versa. Compare 
Mk i. 27 with Lk iv. 36 67: ;—Mk ii. 21 with Mt ix. 16 8¢, 
and cf. also Lk v. 36 ;—Mk iii. 35 with Mt xii. 50 ydp ;— 
Mk v. 39 with Mt ix. 24 and Lk viii. 52 yap ;—Mk viii. 15 
with Mt xvi. 6 xai;—Mk x. 14 with Mt xix. 14 and Lk 
xviii. 16 xat;—Mk x. 25 with Lk xviii. 25 yap, and cf. also 
Mt xix. 24;—Mk xii. 9 with Mt xxi. 40 and Lk xx. 156 
obv ;—Mk xii. 17 with Mt xxii. 21 oty and Lk xx. 25 rofvuv; 
—Mk xii. 20 with Mt xxii. 25 8€ and Lk xx. 29 oty;—Mk 
xii. 23 with Mt xxii. 28 and Lk xx. 33 ody ;—Mk 
xii. 27 with Lk xx. 38 5é2;—Mk xii. 36 with Lk xx. 42 
yap ;—Mk xii 37 with Mt xxii. 45 and Lk xx. 44 ody ;— 
Mk xiii. 6 with Mt xxiv. 5 and Lk xxi. 8 ydép;—Mk xiii. 7 


1 I owed some of them to Mr. (now Archdeacon) Allen. 
2 Here Matthew agrees with Mark, so the contrast is only with Luke. 
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with Mt xxiv. 6 and Lk xxi. 9 yap;—Mk xiii. 86 with Mt 
xxiv. 7 cat, caéand Lk xxi. 11 Te, kal, cat ;—Mk xiii 8 c! 
with Mt xxiv. 8 8é;—Mk xiii. 9 with Mt x. 17 ydp ;—Mk 
xiii. 34 with Mt xxv. 14 ydp ;—Mk xiv. 6 with Mt xxvi. 10 
yap;—Mk xvi. 6 with Mt xxviii. 6 ydp [and Lk xxiv.6 a\aAdJ.? 

Mk xiv. 8 and 41 are perhaps also worth considering 
with their parallels ; and Mk iv. 28 and xiii. 33, to which 
there are no parallels, but which illustrate this feature 
of the Marcan style. 

Only those cases of asyndeton which occur in the sayings 
of Jesus or of others have been referred to. For although 
Mark has several similar cases in his xarrative (see viii. 19, 
gos ix. 24,98 x27, 28,295 xli.24, 29,92 (7); xiv: 32,19), 
they cannot be treated as characteristic of him, since they 
are largely outnumbered by the cases in which Matthew, 
by a usage almost confined to himself and the Fourth 
Evangelist, begins a sentence of his narrative with the 
historic present A¢ye: or A€yovow, and without the employ- 
ment of any conjunction (see Mt viii. 7; ix. 2805 xiii. 51; 
Xvi. 15; xvii. 25; xviii. 22; xix. 7, 8, 10, 18, 20; xx. 21, 
226, 23, 333; xxi. 31 dts, 41, 423 xxii. 21, 42, 433 XXVi. 
35,643 Xxvii. 22 dzs; also, in a parable, xx. 7 dzs).2 But 
numerous though these instances of asyndeton in narrative 
are, they do not convey the impression of abruptness which 
is given by Mark in discourses. 

In Luke the decidedly asyndetic constructions are very 
few; see, however, xiv. 27; xvii. 32, 33; xxi. 13 in dis- 
courses ; vil. 42; xix. 22 in parables ; vii. 43 in the narrative. 


1 Tisch places in verse 9 the words apy?) wdivwy radra which are here 
referred to. 

2 Against these is to be set Mt xx. 26 without a conjunction, while Mk x 
43 and Lk xxii. 26 have 8é. 

3 Similarly é7 is used without a conjunction in Mt iv. 7; xix. 21 (WH 
mg Acyet) ; XXvi. 34; xxvii. 65 (?); also in a parable xxv. 21, 23. 
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DUPLICATE EXPRESSIONS IN MARK, OF WHICH ONE OR 
BOTH OF THE OTHER SYNOPTISTS USE ONE PART, 
OR ITS EQUIVALENT 


MarRK. 
i. 32 dwias dé -yevopéevns 
Gre éducev 6 HAtos 
i, 42 anqdOev an’ adrov 
« - Ly > 
) Némpa Kat éxabe- 
; 
picOn 
*ii, 20 Tore vnotevaou- 
ow év éxelyyn TH Npepa 
ae , a X 
11. 25 Xpetay eaxev Kat 
émeivacev 
ill. 26 ov Stivarat ornvat, 
GANG TédoS Exet 


tiv. 5 7d merpades Grou 
[kai] od etyey yay 
Toy 
*iv. 21 td toy pddtov 
ar : a , 
2 eet) Ud TH KKNY 


*iv. 39 exdmacev 6 dive- 


pos kai éyévero yadqvn 


peyadn 
tiv. 40 ti bedoi €ore,; 
ovr éxete wioty; 
v.15 Tov SatpoveCdpevor, 
oe. TOY eoxnKeTa TOY 
Aeytova 
> \ ae 
v. 19 els Toy OlKUY Gov 
mpos Tovs cous 
v. 19 dca 6 Kupids co 
y 4. a a 
memoinkey Kal nréenoev 
oe 
v. 23 wa... emOys ras 
xelpas airy iva cwby 
ses 
kal (non 





MATTHEW. 
viii. 16 dwias dé yevo- 
pévns 
viii. 3 exabepicOn adtov 
7) A€mpa 


IX. 15 rére ynoTevoovoty 
xil. 3 éetvacey 


xii. 26 was ody orabn- 
‘ ie 
cera 7 Bacideia adv- 
TOU; 
xiii. 5 Ta metpwdy Ssrov 
2 z. = , 
ovK eixey yhv moAAny 


Vv. 15 Ud Tov pddtoy 


viii. 26 éyevero yadnyn 
peydhy 


Vili. 29 rt Betdol eore, 
> if. 
Odtydémearo, 


ix. 18 énides thy yxeipa 

>> oo Lope 

cov er avtny. kal ¢y- 
oeTat 





LUKE. 
iv. 40 Svvovros Sé tov 
nrdiov 
v. 13 9 Aémpa anndOey 
dm avtov 


Vv. 35 rére vnorevoovow 
' Sane 
ev exeivats Tals Muepacs 
vi. 3 emetvagev 


xi. 18 ws crabjoerat 7 
Baowrela abrov ; 


viii. 6 Thy mérpay 


vill. 16... . okevet 7) Uro- 
katw KAivys, also xi. 
33 «is Kpumtny... 
ovde td Tov pddtoy 

Vili. 24 €2avoavro kat 
eyévero yadnvy 


vill, 25 mov 4 motes 
bpav ; 

vill, 35 Tov dvOpemoy 
ap ov ra Sapdna 
eéndOev ’ 

viii. 39 «is rov olkdy wou 


viii. 39 daa got erroingey 
Ait 
6 beds 
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MARK. 

Vv. 33 poBnbeioa Kal Tpé- 
povaa 

v. 391 1i OopuBeiade kal 
k\alere 

vi. 4... Kal €v Tois ovy- 
yevetvow adrov kai év 
17 olkia abrob 

*vi. 36 els rovs Kikho 
dypovs Kat kopas 

vil. 15 c£wOev... elomo- 
pevdpevoy 

vii, 21 €ombev ... ex THs 
kapdias 

Vill. 17 oUmw voeire ovde 
ouviete 

ix. 2 kar’ idiav pdvous 

X. 22 orvyvdoas .. . Av- 
Toupevos 

X. 29 €vexev é€pov kal 
[évexev] Tov evayyediov 

X. 30 viv ev TH Katpo 
ToUT@ 

x. 38 meiv rd mornptoy 
...4 76 Bantiopa... 
Barre Onvat 

xl. 2 €bO0s elomopevd- 
pevot 

xii, 14 @&eor. Sotva 
kqvooy Kalcapt i) ov ; 
Odpev 7) py OGpev,? 

xii. 44 mdvra doa eciyey 

. . Gov roy Biov 
avrns 

Txili. 28 dards yérnrar 
kal éxpun ra pidra 

txiii. 29 éyyvs ear emi 
Bupas 

*xiv. I ro [doxa kal ra 
dupa § 


Statistics 





MATTHEW. 


ae eeiszed 
XI. 57... Kat €v T}) 
olkia abrod 


xiv. 15 eis Tus K@pas 
XV. II eloepydpevov 
xv. 19 ek THs Kapdias 
XVi, 9 oUrw vocire... 


xvii. 1 kar’ diay 
xix, 22 Avmrovpevos 


xix. 29 evexey Tod emod 


évdparos 


XX. 22 meiy TO ToTnptov 


Xxi. 2 edOUs 


xxii. 17 éfeorw Sodva 
a ’ A ow, 
knvoov Katwapt 7 ov , 


[Wanting here] 


xxiv. 32 yevnrat dmanés 
kai Ta DvAXa exiy 
Xxiv. 33 eyyus eorw emi 

Ovpats 
xxvi. 2 7O Tlaoxa 


1 See also the preceding verse. 
2 If with Tisch we were to retain in Mk xii. 23 drav dvaor@ow after ev 
Tf dvacrdce, it would supply the next case: but see WH, No?es, p. 26. 


3 Da omit «al rd d(uua: see Allen on Mt xxvi, 2, 
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LUKE. 


vill. 47 Tp€uovea 


viii. 52 pur) KAalere 


ix. 12 els ras KiKh@ Ka- 
pas Kal aypous 


[Wanting here] 
[Wanting here] 


[Wanting here] 


XVlil. 23 mepidumos 


XVili, 29 etvexev THS Ba- 
atrelas Tov Geod 

xvili, 30 év TO Kalp@ 
ToUT@ 

[Luke wanting here, 
but cf. xii. 50] 


xix, 30 elamropevdpevor 
Xx, 22 ekeoriy nuas Kai- 
, ~ a 

capt ddpoy dSodvar 7 
ov; 

xxi. 4 mdvra tov Biov dv 
eiyev 

XXi. 30 mpoBadoow 


- > # > 
XXL. 31 €yyus early 


XXxll. I) opty tay adu- 
pov 7 Aeyouern lao xa 


§v 


MARK. 
xiv. 6 dere abtiy' ri 
airy Kémous mapéxere,; 


XIV. 15 eorpopeévoy éroi- 
poov 

XIV. 30 onpepov rabrn Th 
pourri 

xiv. 43! evOvs én adrot 
Aadovrros 

xiv. 61 éotoma Kal otk 
> , sash 
amexpivato ovdev 

xiv. 68 otre of8a oie 
érigtapat ov ti héyers 

XV. 21 mapdyovra.. . 
€pxopevov an’ dypoo 

?xvi. 2 Alay mpot... 
ee mess 
avareidavtos Tov HAiov 
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MATTHEW. 


XXVi. 10 ri Kémous mapé- 
NETE TH yuvarki_, 


[Wanting here] 


XXVi. 34 €y TavTn TH 
vukti 

xxvi, 47 ére avrod da- 
Aovvros 
: uss 

Xxvi. 63 éotoma 


XXVi. 70 odk oida Ti dé- 
yees 


XxVlli, I Ty  émipo- 


, 
oxovon eis... 





14! 


LUKE. 

[Luke wanting. But 
cf. Jn xii 7 des 
atrny] 

xxii. 12 éorpopévov 


XXil, 34 onpepov 
XXil. 47 @rt abdrouv \a- 
Aovvros 
{Wanting here] 
xxii. 57 ov« ofda avrdy 
XXlli. 26 éepxdpevoy dn’ 


dypod 
xxiv. 1 6pOpou Babéws 


* In these cases Luke also has two phrases, so the contrast is only 


between Mark and Matthew. 
t In these cases Matthew also has two phrases, so the contrast is 


only between Mark and Luke. 


The following places, with their parallels, are also worth 
notice, though in these cases it may be said that something 
is added by each part of Mark’s duplicate expression, so 
that one part does not merely repeat the other:—Mk i. 
15; iii 5, 293 vi. 30; viii. 11; ix. 12, 35; x. 16, 46; xiv. 
7) 443 XV. 32, 42. 

And the following passages supply some other instances 
of Mark’s pleonastic way of writing *:—Mk i. 28, 35, 38, 45; 
iv. 2, 8; v. 5, 263 vi. 25; vil. 33; viii. 28; xv. 26.3 

It may perhaps be mentioned as a sign of Mark’s 

1 Perhaps, however, the ido’ in Matthew and Mark may be taken as an 
equivalent to ev6vs, which (or ev0éws) is the LXX rendering of 737 in three 
out of the five cases in which the Hebrew can be compared. 

2 It is only meant that this pleonastic way of writing is especially and 
predominantly Marcan, not that it is exclusively so: see Lk v. 26; ix. 45; 
xi. 36; xviii. 34; and especially viii. 25, where Luke has the duplicate ex- 
pression as compared with Mk iv. 41; Mt viii. 27. 


3 Ex madiddev (Mk ix. 21 only) and awd paxpddev (p. 12) may be here 
noted as grammatically pleonastic expressions. 
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fondness for ‘duality’ that he uses the double negative 
much more frequently than the other Synoptists, the 
numbers in the historical books being Mt 3, Mk 17, Lk 8, 
Acts 5, Jn 17. But no great stress can be laid on the use 
of a construction so common in Greek generally. (For 
ovxért with another negative, see above, p. 13.) Perhaps too 
Mark’s fondness for the use of a compound verb followed 
by the same preposition 1 may come under this heading. 

This section has an important bearing on a point which 
was much discussed before the priority of Mark to 
Matthew and Luke had obtained its present general 
acceptance. It used to be thought that in such passages 
as i. 32, 42; xiv. 30 (see above) Mark had put together 
phrases from Matthew and Luke. But after looking 
through all these instances of Mark’s habitual manner 
of duplicate expression, it will appear far more probable? 
that he had here used two phrases in his customary way, 
and that in these cases Matthew happened to adopt one 
of them and Luke the other, whereas in some other cases, 
e.g. Mk ii. 25; xiv. 43 (see above), they both happened to 
adopt the same one.® 


1 For instances of this see Allen’s St. Matthew, pp. xxv f. 

2 So Plummer, Intern. Crit, Comm. on Lk iv. 40, agreeing with E. A. Abbott. 

3 How natural and obvious a course it would be for any writer to choose 
one or other of Mark’s similar phrases, instead of retaining both of them, 
is illustrated by an interesting fact to which Prof. K, Lake called my attention, 
when the above list of parallels was first published. It appears that in at 
least six of the-places there referred to the Sinaitic-Syriac text of Mark 
gives only one part of his duplicate expression, viz. in Mk i. 32, 42; vi. 36; 
vii. 21; x. 30; xiv. 43. See also xii. 14 (in xii. 44 the Syrsin text seems to 
be imperfect). Cf. Lake’s Text of the N. T., p. 38. 
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SECTION VI 
THE HISTORIC PRESENT IN MARK 


It will be seen in the following lists that the ‘historic 
present’ is very frequent in Mark’s narrative, compara- 
tively rare in Matthew’s, and extremely rare in Luke’s. This 
usage accounts for the numerous occurrences in Mark of 
Aéyet instead of eimev (since eimetv has no present in use), 
which constitute a large proportion of the cases in which 
Matthew and Luke agree against Mark.! 

Now if (as we see was probably the case in other 
matters) Matthew and Luke made this change of phraseo- 
logy from Mark, they were only preferring a more usual to 
a less usual mode of expression. For it appears from the 
LXX that the employment of the historic present had been 
up to this time by no means common with the writers of 
sacred story in the Kou or Hellenistic Greek; if, for 
instance, we take the verbs which Mark most frequently uses 
in this way, viz. A€ye:, A€yovow, and épxerat, Epxovrat, it will 
be found that they are thus used in this one short Gospel 
considerably more often than in the whole of the historical 
books of the Old Testament. And, if we take all verbs 
into account, we find that Mark is nearly approached in this 
usage by only one of the various translators whose hands 
can be traced in the LXX—namely the renderer of 
1 Kingdoms (=1 Samuel) into Greek.? 

In John the historic present is found 162 times (besides 
two cases preserved by Tisch in xi. 29). But when we 
remember the respective lengths of the two Gospels (Mark 
occupying about 41 and John about 53 pages in WH'’s Greek 
Test.), it appears that Mark uses it more freely than John. 
This however would be mainly accounted for by his propor- 


1 See Appendix B to Part III, p. 208. 
2 On the use of the Historic Present in LXX, see Additional Note, p. 213. 
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tion of narrative to discourse being so much higher than 
John’s: there are comparatively few cases in Jn v-x and 
xiv—xvii, and none at all in chapters ix, x, xv, xviit 

The usage is frequent in Josephus. And Dr. J. H. 
Moulton says that it is common in the papyri.? 

In several cases the historic present gives to this Gospel 
something of the vividness produced in the parallel places 
of Matthew and Luke by the use of (80, which is never 
employed by Mark (or by John) zz xarrative, but by Matthew 
33 times and by Luke 16 times. 


List of 151 Historic Presents in MARK. 
Parallel word (if any) Parallel word (if any) 


Mark. in Matthew. in Luke. 
i, 12 exBadree iv. I dvnyn iv. I #yero 
21 elomopevovrat ray 31 karn\Gev 
30 A€youow _ 38 jpernoay 
37 héyovoww sive aie 
38 Neyer die 43 etrev 
40 épxerat viii. 2 (00... mpooeh- v. 12 éyévero .. . Kal 
dav idov 
AI Aéyer 3 A€yor 13 Aéyov 
44 déyer 4 déyer* 14 mapnyyerdev 
ii. 3 €pxovrat hépovres ix. 2 idov mpocéepepor 18 kai iSov .. . hé- 
povres 
4 xad@or ate 19 xaOjKay 
5 Neyer. 2 etmev 20 etmev 
8 déyet 4 eirev 22 eimev 
10 Aéyet 6 Aéyer* 24 etmev 
14 Aeyet Q Aéyet*™ 27 etrev 
15 yiverat 10 éyévero 
17 Neyer 7 12 eirev 31 eimev 
18 epxovrat 14 mpocepxovrat* Sot 
yy Aéyovoty yy A€yovres 33 etmav 
25 Neves xii. 3 elev vi. 3 etrev 
ill. 3 Aéyet eat 8 cimev 
4 déyet II etmev Q eimev 


1 On John see Abbott, Joh. Gram., § 2482. 
2 Gram. of N. T. Greek, i. 121. 
5 In these lists, as elsewhere, WH’s text is taken as the standard, 
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iii. 


v. 7 xpd€as.. 


vi. 
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Mark, 
5 Neyer 


13 avaBaiver 


9) Wpoorkadeira 
19 €pxerat 
20 cuvépxerat 
31 epxovrat 
32 €éyouow 
33 Aeyet 
34 Aéyet 

I ouvdyerat 
13 Aeyet 
35 Neyer 
36 mapahapBdvovow 
37 yiverat 
38 eyeipovow 

yy A€youow 


. Acyet 


Q Aéyer 
15 €pxovrat 
» Oewpovouy 
19 Aéyet 

22 epxerar.. 
yy) Timer 
23 mapaxaret 
35 epxovrat 
36 dévyer 
38 epxovrat 
»» Oewpet 
39 Aeyet 
40 rrapadapBavee 


y) €lomropeverat 
Al Neyer 
I epxerat 
yy akodovOot ow 
7 mpookanetrat 


30 ouvdyovrat 
31 Neyer 

37 Aéyovow 
38 Ayer 


HAWKINS 


Parallel word (if any) 
in Matthew. 


xii. 13 Aéyer* 


46 iSov 

[47 etrev] 

48 ecirev 

49 eimey 
xii, 2 cumnyOnoav 
viii. 18 exéXevoev 

24 éyévero 

25 ifyetpay 

a) Aéyovres 


29 expafav dé-yov- 


Tes 
34 e&n\Oev 


ix. 18 (600d... mpomedOav 


, 
9) MTPOTEKUVEL 


23 ehdov 
»» Oov 
yy Eeyev 
25 cioeNOwy 
xiii. 54 éAdaov 
x. I mpookadeca- 


pevos 


xiv. 17 Néyouow * 


L 
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Parallel word (tf any) 
in Luke. 


vi. 10 etrey 
12 éyevero... €ed- 
Ociy 
13 mpoceharnaey 
viii. 19 mapeyévero 
20 dmnyyéAn 
eee 
21 etmev 
4 gumdvros 
22 eirev 
23 xaréBn 
24 Sinyerpav 
yy A€youres 
28 dvaxpdgas .. . 
eimey 
30 eirey 
35 7AGav 
yy €opay 
38 Neyo 
41 i8ov HdOev 
yy) TETOY 
yy) TapekdQet 
49 pxera + 
50 dmexpidn 
51 e\Owv 
52 etmev 
51 ovkapankey.. . 
ei py 


54 ehavncev Aéyov 
? iv. 16 7AGev 


: , 
ix. I ouvKadecapevos 
10 broarpéepaytes 


13 eda 
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Mark, 
vi. 38 Aéyouow 
45 dmodve (?) 
48 épxerat 
50 Aeyet 
vii. I ouvdyovrae 
5 emepwrdou 
18 déyer 
28 éyer 
32 hépovory 


yy) Tapukadovow 
34 déyer 
vill. I déyet 
6 mapayyédrer 
12 A€yeu 
17 dé yet 
19 Aéyouory 
20 héyouow 
22 épxovrat 
»» Pépovoty 
yy) Tapakadovoty 
29 Aeyer 
33 Adyer 
ix. 2 mapadapBaver 
» dvahéepe 
5 Ayer 
19 Neyer 
35 Neyer 
x. I €pxerat 
4) TuVTopevovTat 
II Aéyer 
23 A€yet 
24 déye 
27 déyet 
35 mpoomopevovrat 
42 Déyet 
46 epxovra 


49 povoicr 
xi. I éyyifovor 

jy GroaTé et 

2 Neyer 

4 Avovew 
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Parallel word (tf any) 
in Matthew. 


Xiv. 22 dmodvon 
25 nAOev 


27 eddAnoev .. . A€you éive 


xv. I mpooépxovrac* 

y» A€yovres 

16 efmev 

27 eimev 

? 30 mpoondOov . . 
exovres 


32 elmev 
35 mapayyeidas 
2 eimev 


Por 


Xvi. 
8 eimev 


16 eirev 

23 eimev 
I wapadapBaver * 
»» avahépe * 
4 etrrev 

17 eirev 


xvil. 


I AAGev 
2 nkodovOno av 


XIX. 


23 etre 
26 eimrey 
20 mpoondOev 
25 eimev 


XX: 
29 éxmopevopevar 
xxi. L fyyeoay 


a 
yy Gmrerrethev 
2 Neyou 


Parallel word (if any) 


in Luke. 


~r 


In Luke's ‘ great omission’ of Mk vi. 45-vili. 26 





ix, 20 edrep 
28 mapadaBov 
2 
ay aveBn 
33 eirrev 
41 eirey 


XViil., 24 etrev 


27 eirev 


?Xxil. 25 etrey 
xviii. 35 eyévero... ev 


TO eyyicew 
xix. 29 #yywoev 
y) GmeoTethev 
30 Aeyov 
33 Avdvrev 
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Mark. 
xi. 7 pépovow 
yy) emtBddAove ev 
15 epxovra 
21 déyer 
22 déyer 
27 €pxovrat 
yy €pxovrat 
33 Aéyouowy 
yy N€yet 


xii. 13 dmooréAXovow 


14 héyourw 

16 déeyet 

18 épxovrat 
xiii, 1 Aéyet 
xiv. 12 Aéyovow 


13 drooréAde 
ay A€yet 

17 €pxerat 

27 héyer 

30 Neyer 

32 Epxovra 


yy A€yet 
33 mapadapBaver 
34 Neyer 
37 epxerat 
y» €Uploket 
yy A€yet 
41 epxerat 
yy A€yer 
43-mapayiverat 


45 Neyer 
51 Kparovow 
53 ovvepxovrat 
61 déyes 
63 Aeyer 
66 épxerat 
67 Neyer 
xv. 2 déyer 
16 ovvKadotow 
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Parallel word (if any) 


XxL. 


xxi. 


Xxiv. 


XXVi. 


xxvii. 


in Matthew, 

7 fyayor 

yy emeOnkay 
20 heyovres 
21 etrey 
23 mpoondOay 
27 etmay 

a pn 
16 drooredAovaty * 
yy A€yovras 
20 eye * 
23 mpoo7ndOov 


I mpoondOov... xxi. § AeydvTa@v 
emdetéat 
17 mpoonhOov... xxii. Q etmav 
déyovtes 
‘iss 8 dréoredev 
18 elirev 10 edrey 
20 dvéxetro 14 dvérecev 
31 Neyer * a 
34 &by 34 elev 
36 epxerat * 40 yevdpevos. .. 
ént 
ay Aéyet * yy €urev 
37 mapadkaBov nes 
38 Adyar * Se 
40 épxera * 45 €or 
» evploxer * » €UpeEVy 
yy Aéyet * 46 einen 
45 épxera * 
wy Aéyet * ais 
47 600... - 47 (ov . Ry- 
bev yioev 


49 etmev 

57 ovvnxOnoav 

63 edrev 

65 Aéyov 

69 mpoondOev 

yy Aéyoura 

Il én 

27 ovviyyayov 
L2 
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Parallel word (if any) 
in Luke. 
xix. 35 fyayov 
1) emepivvavres 


I énéotncav 

7 dmexpiOnoav 
> 

8 etrey 


XX. 


20 améarethav 
21 A€yorres 


27 mpooedOdptes 


66 Aéyortes 
71 eurav 


56 eimev 


xxiii. 3 2m 


148 Statistics and Observations Pt. IIL A 
Parallel word (tf any) Parallel word (if any) 
Mark. in Matthew. in Luke. 
xv. 17 evdsdvoKxovory xxvii. 28 mepréOnxay ? xxiii, 11 wepiBadov 


29 eméOnkay an 

31 dmnyayov 26 dmnyayov 

32 nyydpevoay » ewéOnkay 

33 edOdvres 33 nAOav 

35 cravpacarres 3) €OTAYpwcay 
y) Stepeptoayto 34 StapepiCdpevor 


3» TepiTiOéaowy 
20 e€dyovaw 

21 dyyapevovow 
22 pepovow 

24 oTavpovow 

y» Srapepifovrar 


27 aTavpovow 38 cravpodyra * 32 Ayovro ws 
avaipeOjvat 
Xvi, 2 €pxovrat XXvili. 1 7AOev xxiv. 1 9\Oav 
4 Oewpotot wae 3 evpov 
6 hévyer 5 etrev 5 etmay 


* In these 21 cases only does Matthew agree with Mark in using 
the historic present (no less than 9 of them occur in Mk xiv. 27-41 ; 


Mt xxvi. 31-45). 
+ This is the only case in which Luke agrees with Mark in using 


the historic present. 
Mark does not ever use the historic present in Parables, 


List of 78 Historic Presents in MATTHEW)! 








ii. 13 haiverat (?) ix. 6 Aeyer* xvii. 1 dvadéper* 
19 daiverat g Aéyer* 20 Aeyer 
ili, I mapayiverat 14 mpocépxovrat* 25 Neyer 
13 mapayiverat 28 héyer xviii, 22 éyer 
15 adinow sy A€yovoey xix. 7 A€yovow 
iv. 5 mapadapBdver 37 Neyer 8 devyer 
6 Néyer xii. 13 Aéye * 10 Aéyouow 
8 mapadapBaver | xiii. 51 Aeyouory 18 déyer (? dyoiv) 
yy) O€lkvucw xiv. 8 dyolv 20 eyes 
10 Aéyet 17 Aeyouaw * XX. 21 Aéyee (?) 
Il ddinow 31 Neyer 22 Aéyovaty 
19 déyer xv. 1 mpooepxovrar* 23 déyer 
villi. 4 Aéye* 12 Néyouaty 33 Aeyouow 
7 déyer 33 Aeyovoww xxi. 13 Aéyet 
20 Aéyet 34 Neyer 16 héyer 
22 Aéyer xvi. 15 A€yet 19 déyet 
26 réyet xvii. 1 mapadapBaver* 31 A€yovow 


1 It is noticeable that in Matthew the words which signify speaking (Aéyee, 
A€éyouow, gyoty) constitute slightly more than three-fourths of the whole 
number, being 59 out of the 78; while in Mark they constitute less than 
half, being 72 out of the 151. 


§ vr 
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xxi. 31 Aéyet | Xxvi. 31 héyer * XXxvI. 52 Aéyer 
41 Aéyourey 35 ever 64 déyer 
42 déyer 36 Epyerat * 71 héeyet 
xxii, 16 door /AXov- ny Neyer * XXvli, 13 Aéyee 
ow* 38 A€yer * 22 Neve 
20 héyet * 40 Epyera * yy A€yovow 
21 A€yovot 3) evpioke * 38 cravpotyrat * 
9 eyes yy Aéyer * XXvill, 10 héye 
42 éyouow 45 epxera * 
43 Aéyer yy Aéyer * 


* These are the 21 cases in which Matthew agrees with Mark in 
using the historic present. 


Matthew also uses the following 15 presents in Paradies :— 


xiii. 28 Aéyovawy 


xviii. 32 Aéye 


xxii. 8 déyer 


29 hnoiv xx. 6 déyer 12 déyet 

44 tmaye. 7 Néyovow XXV. LI €pyovrat 
monet 1) Aéyee 19 €pxerat 
dyopdter ~ 8 déyer 3) Tuvaiper 


List of 4 [or 6| Historic Presents in LUKE. 


vil. 40 pnoiy ~—vilii. 49 Epxera t= xi. 37 Cpwra =— xi. 45 Neyer 
Besides the above 4 ‘cases, there are only the following 2, which 

are in passages double-bracketed by WH and omitted by Tisch : — 
xxiv. 12 Bdémee (as in Jn xx. 5) xxiv. 36 Aéyee? (as in Jn xx. 19) 


+ Agreeing with the ¢pxovra in Mk v. 35. 


Luke also uses the following 5 presents in Paradles :—. 


xiii, 8 Aéyee xvi. 7 N€yee «xvi. 23 dpa = xvi. 29 Aéyer XIX. 22 Aéyer 


It may be added that in Acés there are 13 Historic Presents :— 


viii. 36 hyoiv xxii, 2 
x. Il Oewpet xxiii, zl 
27 evpioxe Xxv. 5 Ai 
31 pyoi? 22 on 
xii. 8 Neyer 24 
xix. 35 yoiy Xxvi. 24 


xxi. 37 éyet 


1 Except in this one very doubtful case, Luke never uses Aéyer of Jesus 
(Abbott, in Exc. Bibl., ii. 1766). 
2 In the recital by Cornelius. 
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SECTION VII 
THE CONJUNCTION Kai PREFERRED TO Aé IN MARK 


The two most constantly recurring causes of the agree- 
ment of Matthew and Luke against Mark are two 
preferences of Mark, viz. (i) for A€yew instead of eizeiv, as 
referred to in the last section, and (ii) for kat instead of dé. 
The latter preference requires a few words of notice in any 
close examination of the Marcan peculiarities, though the 
difference in meaning between the two conjunctions is 
practically so slight; for, as Winer points out,’ ‘Aé is 
often used when the writer merely subjoins something 
new, different, and distinct from what precedes, but on 
that account not sharply opposed to it. . . . Hence in the 
Synoptic Gospels «af and dé are sometimes parallel.’ 

Now there are at least 26 cases in which both 
Matthew and Luke have 8¢ where Mark has xaf: see 
Mk iii. 4, 32 iv. 11, 18, 20, 35; v. 13, 143 vi. 35, 37 0; viii. 
a8 6, 963 ix, 903%. 293 x14, 8 9,18, 315 mil g45 xil. $5 
xiv. 12, 53, 54; xv. 1598; xvi. J, and parallels. 

Such cases must of course be counted in by those who 
are enumerating the points of agreement between Matthew 
and Luke against Mark. But it seems to me that they 
carry hardly any weight as signs either (a2) that the 
Petrine source which Matthew and Luke used was different 
in language from our Gospel of Mark, or (0) that either 
Matthew or Luke must have seen the other’s Gospel.” 

For it is to be observed, first, that Mark’s preference for 
xat rather than dé is a characteristic of his style throughout 
his Gospel.2 Two proofs of this may be given :— 

1 § lili, 7d. 

2 See Abbott, Corrections of Mark, § 536 ff. ; and Enc. Brit., x, 807 4. 


3 Chapter xiii is an exception; and, speaking generally, 5é is less rare 
in the later than in the earlier chapters. 
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1. He uses 6€ less than half as freely as the other 
Synoptists do. For 8€ is found in Mark only about 
156 times,’ whereas it would be found quite 300 
times if its use was as general as it is in Matthew 
and Luke, where it is employed about 496 and 
508 times respectively (those Gospels being longer 
than Mark by more than one-third). 


2. If we take the sections and sub-sections of Mark, as 
denoted in WH by fresh paragraphs and by spaces 
respectively, they amount together to 88. Of these 
no less than 80 begin with «ai, and of the others only 6 
have d¢ as the second word. But in Matthew out of 
159 such divisions only 38 begin with xai, while 54 
have d€ as the second word; and in Luke out of the 
145 divisions only 53 begin with kat, while 83 have 8¢ 
as the second word (including 5é xaf 4 times). 


Therefore, in the above-mentioned places where Matthew 
and Luke agree against Mark, the three were only adhering 
to their habitual preference. 

And, secondly, it is worth notice that we see inthe LXX 
that different writers (in this case, different translators) 
had their personal proclivities in this little matter, though 
kat largely preponderates on the whole as the rendering 
of the Hebrew copula.?. If we take as specimens a few 
chapters from the historical books, we find 6€ used toler- 
ably often in Gen iv, xviii, xix; Ex iii-vi, whereas it is 
very neatly absent from Judg xiii-xiv ; 3 Ki xvi-xxii; 
Neh i-ii (=2 Esdr xi, xii)? If, then, other Hellenistic 

1 For these numbers I have had to rely on Bruder, with some corrections 


of my own: Moulton and Geden do not give 5€ or xaf. On John see Abbott, 
Joh. Gram., § 2133 f. 

2 It is curious that, as to this one small point only, Mark should be nearer 
to LXX usage than Matthew or Luke. See Appendix A to Part III, ‘The 
Synoptists and the Septuagint’ (p. 198). 

3 In these eleven chapters there are but five instances of 6é, viz. 3 Ki 
xvii. 13; xx. 2,65 xxi. 23, 39. In Jonah there are but four instances, viz. 
i, 5; ii, to (in the Psalm); iii. 3; iv. 11. 
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writers thus varied in their use of these conjunctions, we 
need not look for anything suggestive or significant in the 
fact that Matthew and Luke happened to have one habit, 
and Mark another habit in this same matter, and that 
consequently two of them often agree against the third 
when we can compare them in the triple narrative. 





On the whole it seems to me that such an examination 
of the Marcan peculiarities as has now been attempted 
supplies results which are largely in favour of the view 
that the Petrine source used by the two later Synoptists was 
not an ‘ Ur-Marcus’, but St. Mark’s Gospel almost as we 
have it now. Almost; but not quite. For instance, a later 
editor’s hand is very probably to be seen in i. 1 (‘Jesus 
Christ 1’); ix. 41 (‘Christ’s?’); probably also in the inser- 
tion of ‘the gospel *’ and ‘ persecutions’ in viii. 35 and x. 
29, 30; perhaps also in the reference to ‘ the Jews’ in vii. 
34;4 and again in the numerals 200 and 300 (vi. 37 ; xiv. 5), 
both of which are also found in the Johannine tradition® 
(vi. 7; xii. 5); and possibly in a few other cases of 
additional matter, such as the ‘2000’ in v. 13, and the 
-disagreement of the witnesses in xiv. 56, 59. 

For these last four are interesting and definite particulars 

1 For the only other occurrences of ‘Jesus Christ’ in the Gospels are Mt. i. 1, 
18 (2); xvi. at (?); Jni.17; xvii. 3: it (or ‘ Christ Jesus’) is found 15 times 
in Acts and very frequently in the Epistles. 

2 For ‘Christ’ as a name is found without the article here only in the four 
Gospels and Acts (Lk xxiii. 2 not being a case in point): with the article 
Mt i. 17; xi. 2; xxiii. 10; Acts ii. gr and viii. 5: and in the Epistles fre- 
quently both without and with the article. In this verse too Mark’s téaros 
may perhaps seem less original than Matthew’s more unusual puxpod (x. 42). 

3 ebaryyédcov, however, is a word generally characteristic of Mark (p. 10). 

* For, excluding the phrase ‘ King of the Jews’, this title is used in the 
plural only 4 times in the Synoptic Gospels (here ; Mt xxviii. 15; Lk vii 3; 
xxiii, 51); but in John 63 times (excluding iii, 25 but including iv. 94), and 
in Acts 70 times, 

5 But on the relations between this and Mark compare Abbott, Joh. Voc., 
§ 1731 ff. 
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such as, on the one hand, it seems extremely improbable 
that both Matthew and Luke would have thought fit to 
leave out, and such as, on the other hand, a subsequent 
editor, or scribe, or owner of a Gospel! would wish to add, 
if they had happened to come to his knowledge.” 


1 See Sanday, Inspiration, pp. 295, 297, 0: the ‘freedom’ which seems to 
have been used ‘ in propagating the text of the Gospels’ : also Blass, Philology 
of the Gospels, pp. 77 ff.; A. Robinson, Study of Gospels, p. 24. 

2 On the agreements of Matthew and Luke against Mark, where they seem 
to be using the Marcan document as a Grundschrift, see below, Appendix B 
to Part III. On possible compilation in the Second Gospel see above, 
p. 116. 


B. ON THE GOSPEL OF ST. MATTHEW. 


In the following sections will be collected some phe- 
nomena of this Gospel, bearing upon the method and 
purpose of its composition. The word composition is an 
appropriate one, for in turning from Mark to Matthew we 
have passed from the simplest of our Gospels to that in 
which there are the clearest signs of compilation and of 
artificial arrangement (see especially Sections III, IV)." 


SECTION I 
THE QUOTATIONS FROM THE OLD TESTAMENT 


It has often been noticed? that the quotations which’ 
are introduced by the Evangelist himself agree much less 
closely with the LXX than those which occur in the course 
of the common narrative. The following tables will show 
to what a remarkable extent this is the case :— 


CLASS I. Quotations avowedly introduced by the Author 
or Editor of the Gospel 





Words Words Words Words 

in not in in not in 

No. LXX, LXX.| No. LXX, LXX, 
I Mti. 2304. 13 2 167. Mt xii, 18-21. 20 31 
2 IIS. 2 4 \68, xiii, 35. 6 4 

3. i... 14 6 Je. xxi, 52. 10 

4. 230+ + te s+ fo, xxvii. 9, I0. 4. 2i 
5 iv. 15,16 . 20 «13 eign, bees 
6. vill, I7 . . 2 7 Ico 95 


* Also quoted in Jn xii. 15. 


‘ On some contradictions apparently resulting from such compilation see 
Jilicher, Introd, to N.T.,E. T., pp. 312f., 316. 

2 e.g. by Bp. Westcott, Jntrod. to Study of Gospels, p. 229 (8th ed., 1895). 
See Swete, Introd. to O. T. in Greek, pp. 392 ff.; Burkitt, Gospel History, &c., 
pp. 124 ff. 

* On the difference in character between these quotations and those 
ascribed to Jesus Himself see the striking remarks of Burkitt, of. cit., 
pp. 202 f, 
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Cuass II. One quotation recorded as spoken by the Scribes 
in the Introductory Chapters I and IT, 


Mt ii. 6 contains 8 words that are in LXX, and 16 that are not 
in LXX, 


Cuass III. Quotations recorded as spoken in the part of 
the Sermon on the Mount peculiar to Matthew. 


Words Words Words Words 

in not in in not in 

No. LXX, LXX.| No. LXX, LXX, 
I. Mtv.2r.. 2 _ 5 Mtv. 38. . 6 I 
2; 7 A 2 Sea 6. 43... 4 5 
ce 31. . 3 6 Fer, “aean 
4. 33% 2 20) 7 MM 


The prefixed éppe6y seems to mark these passages as intended to 
be quotations, so they are placed here for consideration. In v. 43 
the words kai pronoers xrA. are counted in, because grammatically 
they form part of the quotation, though they are not found in 
the O. T. 


CLASS IV. Quotations occurring in the course of the double 
or triple narrative, and found also in Mark or Luke or 
both of them. 





Words Words Words Words 
in not in m not in 
No. LXX. LXX.| No. LXX. LXX. 
1. Mtiii, 37 . 13 i fit. Mtxxiq2? . 20 ais 
2 iv. 4° . 15 dey [12s xxii, 242, 7 12 
3 Oo 3 18 I | 13. 32". II 
4 Ge is 6 won| 14s 378 14 
g. 1oe . 8 I {15. 398 . 6 ea 
6. xi, 1047, 9 7 16. 44”. 18 I 
7. xv. 4P 13 w. {17 xxiv. 1g >, 3 amr 
8. 8,9». 23 w. [18 xxvi. gre, 3 3 
9. xix, 5> . 20 1 |I9. xxvii 46>. 6 2 
Z rN Ce a 6 ise Wael — 
10 xxi. 13 a8 38 


* Also in Mark and Luke. » Also in Mark. ¢ Also in Luke. 


1 But differently placed by Mark, viz. in i, 2. 
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CLASS V. Quotations occurring in the course of the double 


ov triple narrative, but not themselves recorded by 
either Mark or Luke. 
Words Words 


in not in 
No. LXX, LXX, 
O11 Mt ix. 13 ; : F : ; 2 2 
2. xii. 7 ; ‘ F . 3 3 2 
3: xiii, 14,15. - ‘ ‘ , 47 I 
4 xxi. 16 : ; : : 2 7 
60 5 


Is vi. 9 is also expressly quoted in Jn xii. 40; Acts xxviii. 26; 
Rom xi, 8: but the quotation of it by Matthew belongs to this class, 
because in Mk iv. 12 and Lk viii. 10, though some words from it 
are used, it is not expressly quoted. 

Mt xviii. 16 and xix. 18, 19 are also referred to and discussed by 
Turpie,' but I have not included them here, as they are not stated 
to be quotations. For the same reason several passages are here 
omitted, which are referred to as ‘citations’ by some writers on 
this subject. 


Such computations of the number of words as I have 
entered in the above tables can only be taken as approxi- 
mate, for in some cases the agreement with the LXX only 
extends to smaller or larger portions of words ; and other 
students might be either more or less ready than myself 
to count in such portions as words. But such divergences 
in either direction will not affect the main result that in 
Class I (and also in the unimportant Classes II and ITT) 
the correspondence with the LXX is very much less close 
than in Classes IV and V. For in Class I about half 
of the words, but in Class IV not much more than one- 
seventh, and in the small Class V only one-thirteenth of. 
them, differ from the words of the LXX. This is a very 
broad distinction, and such as suggests prima facie that 


1 In The Old Testamentin the New, a book devoted to this subject (London, 
1868). Swete (of. cif., p. 387) also gives Mt xix. 18 f. with Mk x. 19, Lk 
xviii, 20 ff, as a quotation from Ex xx, 12-17, thus making ten ‘triple’ quotations 
instead of the nine marked * in my Class IV. 
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we have before us the work of more than one author or 
editor. 





I would add a few words of comment on Class I of the 
above quotations. For it deserves special notice as being 
distinctly characteristic of Matthew among the Synoptists, 
and as forming a conspicuous exception to the general rule 
that they, unlike John, do not put forth remarks or 
comments of their own in the course of their narratives! 
It is instructive to subdivide these 10 quotations and to 
observe that— 

(a) 6 of them, viz. Nos. 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, are introduced 
in support or illustration of facts or statements for 
which we have also the authority of one or both of 
the other Synoptists—the Virgin-birth, Nazareth as 
the home of Jesus in His youth, the early ministry 
at Capernaum, the frequent healings, the avoidance 
of publicity (so much insisted upon in Mark), the 
habit of speaking in parables. This is also the case 
as to the one item in Class II, viz. Bethlehem as the 
place of birth, in which Luke agrees with Matthew. 

(4) 2 only of them, viz. Nos. 2 and 3, are brought 
forward in connexion with incidents which we find 
only in Matthew—the flight into Egypt and the 
massacre of the innocents. 

(c) The remaining 2, viz. Nos. 9 and Io, refer to events 
which are related by all the Synoptists—the riding 
into Jerusalem and the betrayal by Judas for a sum 
of money. But it is Matthew alone who gives here, 
in correspondence with and in anticipation of the 
prophecies about to be cited by him, two additional 

1 In Mk i. 2, 3; Mt iti. 3; Lk iii, 4-6, however, it is the Evangelists 
themselves who quote the prophecies. And Lk vii. 29, 30 may perhaps 
also be taken as another kind of exception to this rule; but not Lk 


i. 1-4, which is only a preface, or Mk vii. 3, 4, which is only an explana- 
tory note. 
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details, viz. the two animals, ass and colt, in xxi. 
2, 7, and thirty pieces of silver as the amount of 
the price paid in xxvi. 15; xxvii. 3.1 
With these last details may be compared three other 
places in which Matthew, without expressly quoting 
prophecies, seems to be influenced by their language, 
viz.— 
1. Mt xxvii. 34 @axav alto meiv otvoy pera XoATjs meptypevor, 
where Mk xv. 23 has éopupyicpevov: cf. Ps lxviii. (Lxix.) 
22 @wKkay... xoAry.” 
2. Mt xxvii. 43, where several words from Ps xxi. (xxii.) 9 
are attributed to the mocking chief priests, &c. 
3. Mt xxvii. 57 is the only place in which the word 
mrovovos, used in Is liii. 9 in connexion with rapy and 
Oavaros, is applied to Joseph of Arimathaea. 


SECTION II 
THE SHORTENING OF NARRATIVES IN MATTHEW 


There is in this Gospel an observable tendency to 
shorten the common narrative, especially by condensation 
or omission in those parts of it which do not lead up to, 
or directly bear upon, sayings of Jesus. This characteristic 
of Matthew may in many cases be measured and appre- 
ciated by the simple means of noticing the amounts of 
space which the three narratives occupy:in the parallel 


1 Cf. Bp. Gore, Dissertations on Subjects connected with the Incarnation, p. 32, 
where he admits that the above two details and the ‘gall’ in Mt xxvii. 
34 ‘may be modifications due to the influence of the language of Zechariah 
and the Psalmist respectively. But in all these cases the historical event 
stands substantially the same when the modification is removed.’ See also 
Swete on Mk xi. 2 and 7 to the same effect. And we may compare Justin’s 
further addition (Apol. I. xxxii) that the colt was ‘bound to a vine’, as in 
Gen xlix. 11. 

2 Similarly the érjpouy airév of xxvii. 36 may have been suggested by 
Ps xxi. (xxii.) 18 xarevénoay xai éneiidv pe: the words are not identical, but 
both are in close connexion with the division of the garments. 


' 
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columns of Tischendorf’s Synopsis Evangelica, or some 
other Harmony. But it may be worth while to give 
here the numbers of the words employed in some of those 
passages :— 


§ in Number of words 
Tisch in 
Syn. Ev. Mt Mt Mk Lk 
35- Vili. I-4 The leper healed. 5 - 61 97 98 
36. ix. 1-8 The paralytic healed + 126 196 are 
5I. viii. 18, 23-7 The first storm on the lake - 86 ree 93 
52. 28-34 The Gadarene demoniac(s) + 136 325 293 
53. ix. 18-26 The issue of blood healed, and 
Jairus’ daughter raised + 135 374 289 
59. -XiV. 13-21 The feeding of the 5,000 . - 157 235 163 
72. xvii. 14-21 The lunatic boy cured! . + 132 270 125 
118, Xx. 29-34 The blind men (or man) at : 
Jericho . . s 717 123 107 


144. xxvi. 17-19 The preparation for the Passover 61 98 96 








Total . . 71 1840 1476 


In § 51 the difference is not great; and in §$ 59 and 72, 
Matthew and Luke are nearly equal, Luke being slightly 
the shortest in 72, while Mark is much longer than either 
of them. Of course there are other cases in which the 
narratives are substantially identical in length, and there 
is one case, viz. § 48, the mother and brethren desiring to 
see Jesus, in which Luke is the shortest.2 But, on the 
whole, the figures given above seem to me amply sufficient 
to establish the existence of this Matthaean habit in places 
where we can compare the three narratives. And if that is 
granted, it gives likelihood to the alternative that, where 
Matthew has a shorter narrative than either Mark or Luke 


1 Though the four verses of dialogue Mk ix. 21-4 are omitted by Matthew, 
he has a reference to verse 22 in his verse 15 which shows that they were 
not unknown to him, but were purposely left unused. 

? This is the case even when Mt xii. 47, which Tisch brackets and WH 
place in their margin, is excluded. Perhaps Luke’s brevity here may be 
connected with the fact that he alone records the similar incident in 
xi, 27, 28 (Tisch § 91 c). Luke is also briefest at the commencement 
of § 124, the expulsion of traffickers from the Temple. But, as a general 
rule, Matthew’s preference is for compression, Luke’s for omission (A. Robin- 


son, op. ctt., D. 34). 
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(in the absence of a third parallel), it was he who abbre- 
viated, and not either of them who expanded, the matter 
contained in their source. Most of such cases are of course 
parallels with Mark, since the parallels between Matthew 
and Luke only are mainly in discourses and very rarely in 
narratives. The following are instances of both kinds :— 


§ in Number of 
Tisch words in 
Syn. Ev, Mt Mk Mt Mk 
25 A. XiV. 3-53 vi, 17-20. . The Baptist imprisoned! 40 76 
54. xii. 54-8; 1-6. . The rejection at Nazareth 96 123 
57> Xiv. 6-12; 21-9 . . The Baptist beheaded . 95 171 
61. 34-6 ; 53-6 . . Healings at Gennesaret . 44 72 
pes Xx1, 18-20}; xi. 12-14, 20, 21 The barren fig-tree . - 54 47 
Total . . 329 519? 

§ in Number of 
Tisch words in 
Syn. Ev. Mt Lk Mt Lk 
42, viii. 5-10, 13°; vii. 1d-10 . The centurion’s servant. 123 175 
44. xi. 2-6 ; 18-23 . The Baptist’s message . 63 103 
Total . . 186 278 


The above statistics are significant, both (i) in illus- 
tration of the general tendency of Matthew and Luke 
(and especially Matthew) to omit or condense Mark’s 
subsidiary and pleonastic details, which has been already 
suggested (pp. 125 ff.), and also (ii) in connexion with the 
signs of adaptation for catechetical purposes in Matthew, 
which will be referred to further on (p. 163).* 


1 Lk iii, 19, 20 is not cited here because, though similar in substance, 
it is placed in a different part of the narrative. 

2 Mt xv. 21-8; Mk vii. 24-30, the story of the Syrophenician, may be 
mentioned as constituting an unusual case ; for while there is a good deal 
of matter peculiar to each narrative, the length of them is not far from the 
same (Mt 139 words, Mk 130). 

3 Mt viii. 11, 12 is not included here, because Luke gives it substantially 
elsewhere, and apparently in its original place (xiii. 28, 29). If its 43 
words were included, Luke’s narrative would still be slightly the longer. 

* See Additional Note, p. 214. 
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SECTION III 
SIGNS OF COMPILATION IN MATTHEW 


It has been already noticed (p. 110) that, in recording 
sayings of Jesus, Matthew and Luke seem often to draw 
materials from the same source, but that in more than 
two-thirds of such cases they arrange the materials differ- 
ently. We have now to notice further that this difference 
of arrangement is very frequently caused by Matthew 
placing the sayings together in large blocks of discourse, 
while Luke records them separately, and in. many cases 
gives the questions or circumstances which led up to 


them. The following are conspicuous instances of this 








divergence :— 
1, Mt vi.9-13 compared with Lk xi. 1-4 The Lord’s Prayer. 
2. 19-2I 5 55 xii. 33, 34 The treasure and the 
heart. 
3. 24 sy 3 xvi. 13 God and mammon. 
4. 25-33 59 ye xii. 22-31 Against anxiety. 
5. vii, 7-11 -F ‘5 xi.9-13 Ask and it, shall be 
given, &c. 
6. 13, 14 FA $e xiii. 23,24 The narrow gate, or 
door. 
7} 22, 23 7 25-7 +I never knew you, &c. 
8. X, 17-22 3 35 Xxi, 12-171 Persecutions foretold. 
g. = xili,.: 16, 17 55 ‘a xX. 23, 24 Blessed are your eyes, 
&e. 
Io. 31-3 3 r xiii. 18, 19% Parables of Mustard Seed 
and Leaven. 
ee xviii, 12, 13 7% 5 XV. 4-7 The Lost Sheep. 
p12. xxiii. 37-99 +3 “5 xiii. 33-6 O Jerusalem, &c. 


The eagles gathered to- 


13. xxiv. 28 ” 35 Xvii. 37 
gether. 


1 Both this passage and Mk xiii. 9-13 are more closely parallel to Mt x. 
17-22 than to Mt xxiv. 9-14. But the words certainly appear very unlikely 
to have been spoken at the first and temporary mission of the Apostles 
recorded in chapter x. It seems as if Matthew had at this point looked 
through all his materials, and collected from them all the sayings that had 
any bearing upon missionary work. 

2 ody, which is the true reading, seems intended to exhibit these pro- 
phetic parables as called forth by the success and progress recorded 
in uv. 17. 

3 The connexion in Matthew seems sufficiently good, but that in Luke 
is better still. 

HAWKINS M 
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If these parallel passages, and especially Nos. 1-7, are 
examined, it will be seen that two accounts of the 
differences in their situations and contexts may be given. 
Speaking generally (for opinions will differ as to particular 
cases, especially towards the end of the list), either (a) 
Matthew altered their places, mainly with the purpose 
of combining them in collections of sayings, or (4) Luke 
did so, with the purpose of breaking up those collections 
into their component parts, and supplying for as many 
of the sayings as possible the occasions which drew them 
forth. Without attempting to decide or foreclose the 
question, I must say that to me the former alternative 
seems by far the more intrinsically probable, and by far the 
more accordant with the phenomena before us.1 

Those who agree with me in adopting that alternative 
will feel that the above instances lend some a priori 
probability to the supposition that it was Matthew, rather 
than Luke or Mark, who transferred sayings in such cases 
as the following :— 


1. Mt v.13 compared with at er 3 Salt ee its savour. 

2. (?) vie 14 a ‘ss Mk xi. 25 Forgiveness when 
praying. 

3 viii, 11, 12 Pe rr Lk xiii. 28, 29 Many shall come from 
east and west, &c. 

4. X. 34, 35 5 79 xii, 51-3 Not peace but a sword, 
&e. 

5. 37 f 3 xiv. 26 Loving (or hating) 


father or mother, &c.° 
ie % Mk ix. 41 Giving a cup of cold 
water.’ 


6. 42 


1 Among the numerous modern supporters of this view, I would specify two 
American writers as particularly clear and forcible, Bacon, Sermon on the 
Mount, pp. 226 ff., also 222 note; and E. D. Burton, Principles of Literary 
Criticism, 8&c., pp. 35 ff. Another Chicago publication, Hobson’s The Diaies- 
saron of Tatian and the Syn. Problem (1904), brings out the way in which this 
process of compiling discourses was carried still further by Tatian, especially 
in his use of Luke’s so-called Perean section (pp. 59-61, 76). 

2 Observe the connexion implied by ovr. 

8 Whether in these two cases the sayings come from the same source 
is very doubtful. See also p. 152. 
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9. Mt xi. 21-4 compared with Lk x. 13-15 Woe to Chorazin, &c. 
8. 25-27 3 Pe 21-23 Things hidden from the 
wise and prudent, &c. 


xxiii. 4, 6, 13, 23, xi. 39, 42, ) Woes pronounced on 

9. } 25, 27, 29, ” 43, 46- the Pharisees, &c. 
31, 34-6 52 
10, Xxiv. 27 3 3 xvii. 24 As the lightning in the 
heavens. 
xvii. 26,27,) As in the days of 

It, 37-41 ” 2 34, 35§ Noah, &c. 
12. 43-51 5 55 xii. 39-46 | Watchfulness. 


See also other cases among the doublets (pp. 80 ff.), and 
among the passages marked * on pp. 108 f.: and cf. p.195 (a). 


SECTION IV 
TRACES OF NUMERICAL ARRANGEMENTS IN MATTHEW 


Beneath the surface of this Gospel (and in one single 
case, viz. i. 17, upon its surface) there are to be found in- 
dications that it embodies some amount of matter which 
had been arranged in artificial and numerical forms, such as 
would assist the memories of oral teachers and of learners. 
This seems to have been done in Jewish fashion, and 
perhaps especially for the use of Jewish-Christian cate- 
chists and catechumens. The traces of it are found most 
often, though not exclusively, in those blocks of discourse 
which have already been referred to as showing signs of 
compilation. 


A. 


There seem to have been five principal Pereqs or 
chapters of such sayings: for when we think of (a) the five 
books of the Pentateuch, (4) the five books of Psalms,! (c) the 
Jive Megilloth,(d) the five divisions which Dr. Edersheim and 


1 Dr. C. A. Briggs attributes this division of the Psalter ‘tothe middle of 
the second century, shortly before its translation into Greek’, and regards it 
as ‘in some way connected with the five great feasts of Judaism’ (Int. Crit. 
Comm. on Pss, 1. 1xxxviii). 

M 2 
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others trace in Ecclesiasticus,! (e) the Maccabaean history 
‘by Jason of Cyrene in five books’ which the writer of 
2 Maccabees says (ii. 23) that he will ‘assay to abridge in 
one work’, in the course of which traces of a fivefold division 
seem still to show themselves in certain breaks,? (/) the five 
parts which (besides some interpolations) Dr. Charles as well 
as previous scholars sees in the Book of Enoch,* and (g) the 
jive Pereqs which make up the Pirge Adoth, as distinct from 
the supplementary Pereq of R. Meir, it is hard to believe 
that it is by accident that we find in a writer with the 
Jewish affinities of Matthew the five times repeated formula 
about Jesus ‘ending’ His sayings (vii. 28; xi. 1; xiii. 53; 
xix.1f%, xxvi.1). Are we not reminded of the colophon which 
still closes the second book of Psalms,—‘ The prayers of 
David the son of Jesse are ended’ (Ps Ixxii. 20)? * 

And as to early Christian literature, we are told by 
Eusebius both that the Exposition of Oracles of the Lord by 
Papias was divided into five ovyypdppara (7. £. iii. 39, refer- 
ring to Irenaeus, who calls them #.8Aia), which may perhaps 
imply that he found the oracles which he expounded thus 
divided already ; and also that the work of Hegesippus which 
had come down to his days consisted of jive memoirs or 
commentaries (vourjpara, H. E. iv. 22).° 

1 Speaker's Comm, on Ecclus., p.19. Mr. R. G. Moulton speaks of the 
number 5 as seeming to be the favourite number in Wisdom literature 
generally :—‘ five books in Proverbs and Ecclesiasticus, five essays in Ecclesi- 
astes, and five discourses in Wisdom’; Literary Study of the Bible, p. 404: 
see also pp. 284, 386. But he does not seem to me to give satisfactory 
proofs of this, except as to Ecclesiasticus and perhaps Proverbs. 

2 Viz. at iii. 40; vii. 42; x. 9, 10; xiii, 26; xv: 37. It should be observed 
especially how the verb 8yAo%v, which is used in ii, 23, reappears in vii. 42 
and x. Io. 

° See Book of Enoch, ed, Charles, pp. 25-32; Enc. Bibl. i. 221 f.; Hastings’ 
D. B. i. 706. 

* The LXX word here is é&éA:mov. For cuverédecev used of the completion 
of discourse see Deut xxxi, 1; xxxii. 45 (B éferéAecev). 

* A later instance is the great work of lrenaeus himself, Adv, Haer, For 
the habitual use of established numerical divisions we may compare the 


long prevalence of five-act plays and three-volume novels in our own literary 
history. 
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As to whether that formula which we seem to discern in 
those five verses of Matthew was due to an editor of the 
Gospel who himself made these compilations, or whether 
he brought it in from the Zogia with some collections 
which already existed there, it is difficult to form an 
opinion. Two points may be noted in favour of the latter 
alternative: (1) Lk vii. 1 éweid) emAjpwocey mdvta 7a para 
avrod is so closely parallel in substance, though not in 
words, to Mt vii. 28 kal éyévero dre érédecev 6 "Inaods rods 
Adyovs Tovrouvs as to suggest acommon origin for them both; 
and (2) there is nothing distinctively Matthaean in the 
wording of the formula: on the contrary, éyévero, followed’ 
by a finite verb, is only found in these 5 places in 
Matthew, while it occurs 22 times in Luke (also twice in 
Mark and nowhere else in N. T.). 

Another difficulty is involved in the impression conveyed 
in four out of the five cases (viz. Mt vii. 28; xix. 1 rods 
Adyous TovTovs ; xiii, 53 Tas TapaBodas tavras, and especially 
XXVi. I mdvtas Tods Adyovs Tovrovs 1) that whoever inserted 
the concluding formula regarded all the preceding sayings 
as having been delivered at that time. For this may seem 
to suggest as alternatives either (a) that the collection and 
compilation of various sayings, which we have seen on 
other grounds to be probable, had not taken place, or (4) 
that it had taken place before the blocks of sayings came 
into the hands of the writer of this formula, and that he 
was therefore unaware of their having been so composed. 


B. 


But further, we have some intimations not only of the 
existence of five such collections, but also of the plan upon 


The wavras used in this one case may be meant te cover the ‘ deaunciatory 
discourse’ which fills chap. xxiii ; for if we read the last four verses of that 
chapter in conjunction with the first three verses of chap. xxiv, it will appear 
likely that in the Evangelist’s mind the desolation of the Temple supplied 
a link between the two discourses which is obscured by our division into 
chapters. 
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which the materials of them were arranged. It seems to 
have been often a numerical plan, the numbers 3, 7, and 10 
being used as helps to memory, precisely as the numbers 3, 
4, 7, and Io are used in the Pirge Aboth, which is a speci- 
men of Jewish teaching accessible to everybody in Dr. 
Taylor’s edition.! (See especially i. 1, 2, 195 ii. 1; iti. 15 
iv. 19; and v, passim; also R. Meir, 8 and 10.) Let any 
one read through those five treatises and the appended 
Pereq of Rabbi Meir, let him remember that such numerical 
arrangements are common in the Mishnah generally ;* and 
if he will then turn to St. Matthew’s Gospel, I think that 
here again it will be hard for him to believe that it is only 
by accident that we there find seve Beatitudes on character 
(for there is a decided difference in length and in style 
between them and the blessing on the state of being per- 
secuted) ; the petitions of the Lord’s Prayer extended from 
five to seven;* the reference to three degrees of sin and 
of punishment (v. 22) which has never been satisfactorily 
explained ; the ¢kree external duties of alms, prayer, and 
fasting (vi. 1-18); the sevéx parables in the thirteenth 
chapter; the seven woes in the true text of the twenty- 
third chapter; the ¢kyvee weightier matters of the law 
(xxiii. 23; contrast Lk xi. 42). These instances are all 
in discourses ; but we have also the genealogy compressed 
into a triad of fourteens (i. 17), as a kind of memoria 


1 Cambridge, 1897 (ed. 2). 

2 So much so indeed that Hershon in his Talmudic Miscellany finds it 
best to sort and group his extracts according to the numbers which are 
prominent in them, ‘the Threes of the Talmud,’ ‘the Tens of the Talmud,’ 
andsoon. Cf. Enc, Brit. xvi. 504 6. 

3 It should perhaps be noticed that each of the two additional petitions 
contains a characteristic Matthaean word, viz. yevn6qrw and 6 wovnpés or 76 
novnpov. If the attempt to show correspondences between these seven 
petitions and the seven beatitudes was successful, it would bring out the 
numerical arrangement still more pointedly. I think it fails on the 
whole; but the fourth and fifth items of the comparison (‘daily bread’ 
and ‘hunger and thirst’, ‘forgive ...as we forgive’ and‘ the merciful... 
shall obtain mercy’) are at least noticeable coincidences. 
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technica ; and in the course of chapters viii and ix, between 
the first and second collections of sayings, we have a collec- 
tion of zez miracles, which is made up in a very unchrono- 
logical? way, but which reminds one irresistibly of the 
enumerations in the Pzrge Adoth (v. 5 and 8), ‘Ten miracles 
were wrought for our fathers in Egypt, and ten by the sea.? 
... Ten miracles were wrought in the Sanctuary.’ 

I exclude from the above list the ¢kvee Temptations in 
Mt iv. 3-10, because of the parallelin Lk iv. 3-12; and the 
three prayers in Gethsemane, Mt xxvi. 39-44, because of 
the parallel in Mk xiv. 35-41. There are also at least two 
cases peculiar to Luke, viz. the ‘three aspirants’ in ix. 57— 
62, and the three parables in chap. xv ; and in Lk xi. 42-52 
there seem to be three woes pronounced upon Pharisees 
and three upon lawyers. But after allowing for these cases, 
and for doubtfulness as to some of the Matthaean instances,? 
it still remains true that these numerical arrangements are 
decidedly characteristic of the First Gospel, and especially of 
the portions of it which are devoted to the sayings of Jesus.* 


1 Unchronological, because (i) Matthew brings down to this division of 
his narrative three miracles which Mark and Luke place considerably 
earlier, viz. the healings of the leper (Mt viii. 2-4; Mk i. 4o-5; Lk 
v. 12-16), of Peter’s wife’s mother, with the subsequent cures at eventide 
(Mt viii. 14-17; Mk i. 29-34; Lk iv. 38-41), and of the paralytic (Mt ix. 
2-8; Mk ii. 1-12; Lk v. 17-26). And (ii) the two briefly recorded miracles 
in Mt ix. 27-31 and 32-4 are so strikingly similar to those recorded later 
on, viz. in Mt xx, 29-34 and xii, 22-4 respectively (see pp. 93 ff.), that 
the suggestion naturally occurs that Matthew inserted this anticipatory 
mention of them in order to make up the conventional number of ‘ten 
miracles’. For it seems very difficult to suggest any other reason for 
inserting them (see Exp. Times, xii. 474, xiii. 24 f.). In these chapters the 
only important passage unconnected with the miracles is the call of Matthew, 
&c., in ix. 9-17: in all three Gospels it follows the healing of the paralytic, 
and the anti-Pharisaic element in both incidents may have caused so close 
an association (whether documentary or oral) between them that Matthew 
transferred them both together. 

2 On the Jewish expectation that the Messiah would be like Moses in 
miracle working see Edersheim, Life and Times of Jesus, i. 176. 

3 On the other hand, many more Matthaean ‘threes’ are suggested in 
Allen’s Commentary, p. lxv; also on pp. 6, 38. 

4 On the use of mystical numbers by John see E.F. Scott, The Fourth Gospel, 
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SECTION V 


THE TRANSFERENCE AND REPETITION OF FORMULAS, 


ESPECIALLY IN MATTHEW 


For want of a better word I use the term ‘formula’ to 
express the short sentences, or collocations of two or more 
words, which recur mainly or exclusively in one or other 
of the Synoptic Gospels, so that they appear to be favourite 
or habitual expressions of the writer of it. Such expres- 
sions are, as a rule, longer than the characteristic words 


and 


phrases tabulated in Part I, but shorter and more 


fragmentary than the doublets collected in Part II, 
Section IV. 


Some of them are confined exclusively to one Gospel: e.g. 
I. Peculiar to Matthew :-— 


I. 


dnd rére ipEaro iv. 17; xvi. 21 (though dpxeoGa is more rare in 
Matthew than in Mark or Luke). 


2. pt) vopionre Ori HAOov V. 17; X. 34. 
3. mpocedOay mpoveiver adT@ vill. 2 ; ix. 18 ; SO mpocedOodca... mpoce- 


4. 
5. 
6. 


Io. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 


Kivnoay a’re xxvili. 9; and cf. xv. 25 and xx. 20. 

viot tis Bactdelas vill. 123 xiii. 38. 

els 76 okOTOs TO EE@TEpOY Vill. 12 ; xxii. 13 3 XXV. 30. 

eldds ... Tas evOupnoes adray ix. 4; xii. 25 (evOvpnors only Acts 1, 
Hebrews l besides, and not in LXX). 

ra mpoBata Ta dowNéra otkou ‘Iopand x. 6; xv. 24. 


. &v tails gwvaywyais abroy paotiyacovow tas X. 17} partiy@cere év 


Tais cuv, bye xxiii. 34. 


. ev exeiv@ TO katp@ Xi. 25 ; xii. 15 xiv. 1 (Lk has ev adr@ 7. x. in xiii. I, 


and xar’ éx.«. in Acts xii. 1 and xix. 23). 

&s 6 FAtos xiii. 43; xvii. 2 (so Rev i. 19; x. 1). 

xopis yuvatkay Kat ratdioy xiv. 21 ; xv. 38. 

donyot TupAol xv. 14; xxiil. 16, 24. 

rére ouvikay Ort... elev XVI. 123 XVil. 13. 

tov Oeov tov (évTos xvi. 16; xxvi. 63 (these two cases only in 
Gospels, but also Acts 1, Paul 6, rest of N. T. 7). 


p. 21, or Inge in DCG. i. 888.—In the LXX and Vulgate the three pairs of 
spiritual gifts in Is. xi. 2 are raised to seven by the addition of edocBelas or 
pietatis (= ‘true godliness’ in the Anglican Confirmation Service). 


§v 
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epoByOncay opddpa xvii. 6; xxvii. §4; so eAumnbnoay opddpa xvii. 
233 Xviil, 31. 


Observe also the reproduction of much of the language of Mt iv. 23 f. 
in viii. 16; ix. 35; xiv. 35 (cf. pp. 92 f.). 


Il. Peculiar to Mark :-— 


I. 


wb wn 


On 


10, 
Il. 
12, 


Gore py dvvacOat abrots nde dprov dayeiv iii, 20; compared with 
ovde hayeiv evxaipour Vi. 31. 


» Cheyer... ev 7H Sidayy adrod iv. 2; xii. 38. 

. nd€ws adrod Hkovev Vi. 20; xii. 37. 

. obdéva Heder yodvat vii. 24; odk AOedev iva Tis ywoi ix. 30. 

. ov yap nde Ti dioxpiby ix. 6 (cf. Lk ix. 33); otk pdetoay ri drokpt- 


Oeow aire xiv. 40. 


. kal évayxadtodpevos ard ix. 36; ... ard x, 16. 


Peculiar to Luke :—- 


. d6£a ev ipiorots ii, 14; xix. 38 (and in both cases eipnvy occurs in 


the context). 


. Tovey Gpoios iii. 11; vi. 313 x. 37 (besides only in Jn v. 19). 
. wohAd ... Kal érepa iii. 18; érepa woAAA xxii. 65. 
. Ooxny moveiy V. 29 3 xiv. 13. 


povoyeyns in records of miracles vii. 12; viii. 42; ix. 38 (elsewhere 
only Christological). 


. mpohyrys tis rev dpxaiey avéorn ix. 8 and 19. 


7 O€ jpépa Apéaro kdivey ix. 12; compared with kékdtxev Fon 7 
npépa XXxiv. 29. 

év TO elvan adrov mpocevxdpevoy ix. 18; xi. 1. (See also p. 195.) 

MTw@xXOUS, avareipous, YoXovs, TUPAOUS xiv. 13, with which cf. the very 
similar verse 21. 

kal Ti yuvaika xiv. 26 ; 7) yuvaixa xviii. 29. 

of viol rov alévos rovrou xvi. 8; xx. 34. 

érumte 76 ornOos Eavrod xviii. 13 3 TUMTovTes TA OTNOY XxXiil. 48. 


The above lists are not intended to be exhaustive, but 
to give specimens of expressions or ‘formulas’ peculiar to 
each Synoptist. But there is another class of them which 
is more important and interesting, because more likely to 
throw light upon the process of the formation of the 
Gospels. I mean those which are used once (or in a few 
cases twice) by a Synoptist in common with one or both 
of the others, and are a/so used by that Synoptist inde- 
pendently in other parts of his narrative. 
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There are a few such cases in Luke, chiefly in the one 
passage vii. 48-50 :— 


1. dbéwvrai vot ai dpaptiat cov... tis éarw obros... Tis Suvara: duap- 
tias apeivar; Lk v. 20, 21 = Mk ii. 5, 7: also déwyrai cov ai dyap- 
tiat... tis obrds éotuy bs Kal duaprias ddinaw ; Lk vii. 48, 49. 

2. » wlatts cov céowxév oe Lk viii. 48 = Mk v. 34 = Mt ix. 22; and 
Lk xviii. 42 = Mk x. 52: also Lk vii. 50 and xvii. 19. 

3. mopevou eis elpnynv Lk viii. 48 = Mk v. 34 (vraye): also Lk vii. 50. 
(Cf. Acts xvi. 36; Jam ii. 16.) 

4. pnkére oxvAde Tov Siddoxadroy Lk viii. 49 = ri ere oKUAAEs Tov 616.3 
Mk v. 35: also Kupte, un oxvaAdov Lk vii. 6. 

5. of Se nyvdouy 7d pyjpa tovro Lk ix. 45 = Mk ix. 32: also compare 
RY TO pia ToUTO Kekpuppevoy Gr’ a’Tay, Kal ovK éyivwoKoy Ta Aeyo- 
peva Lk xviii. 34. 

6. ti mounoas Cwny alwvoyv KAnpovopnow ; Lk xviii. 18 = Mk x. 17 (ri 
mounow iva, and cf. also Mt xix. 16 ox): also Lk x. 25. 

7. ork abeOnoera Aidos emi Aid SSe Lk xxi. 6-= Mt xxiv. 2; Mk xiii. 2 
(both have od py ded and emi AiBov) : also Lk xix. 44 odk adjaov- 
aw diOop ert dior ev aol. 


But such repetitions are much more frequent in Matthew, 
and therefore they are treated here in connexion with that 
Gospel especially. Thus we find :— 


l. yevvipata extdvav Mt ili. 7 = Lk iii. 7: also Mt xii. 34 and 
xxiii. 33. (Cf. the transfer of the Baptist’s words in Doublet 
No. 20, pp. 97 f.) 

2. ev op evddxnoa Mt iii. 17 = Mk i. 11 = Lk iii. 22: also Mt xvii. 5. 

3. fyytxev 9 Bacedeia Tay ovpavay Mt iv. 17=Mki. 15 (rod eov) ; and 
Mt x. 7=(?) Lk x. 9 (7. Oeod: cf. also v. 11): also Mt iil. 2. 
(Cf. p. 97.) 

4. mwovnpot dvres Mt vii. 11 = Lk xi. 13 (bmdpyovres): also Mt xii. 34. 

. ekrelvas THY xeipa (said of Jesus) Mt viii. 3 = Mki. 41; Lk v. 13: 

also Mt xii. 49 ; xiv. 31 (these, however, are not cases of heal- 
ing, as the first one is). 
6. eke? €orat 6 KAavOuds Kat 6 Bpvypos ray dddryrov Mt viii. 12 = Lk 
xiii, 28: also Mt xili. 42, 50; xxil. 13; xxiv. 51; xxv. 30. 

7. of mpopyrat kal 6 vdpos Mt xi. 13=Lk xvi. 16(6 vdp. Kat of mpog.) : 
aso (in the latter order) Mt v. 17, and vii. 12, and xxii. 4o. 

8. doris... dy moujon ro O€Anua tod watpds pou Mt xii. 50=Mk iii. 35 
(6s av... rod Oeov): also Mt vii. 21 (6 mova); cf. also xxi. 31. 

g. Umaye émiow pov, Satrava Mt xvi. 23 = Mk viii. 33: also tmaye, 
arava Mt iv. 10. 

10, eve Séxerae Mt xviii. 5 = Mk ix. 37 = Lk ix. 48 (of receiving 


wt 
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children) : a/so in Mt x. 40 (of receiving the Apostles ; it does 
not occur in Lk x. 16, which compare). 

Il. eAénooy... vids (or vie) Aaveid Mt xx. 30, 31 = Mk x. 47, 48 = Lk 
xviii. 38, 39: aéso Mt ix. 27; xv. 22. 

12. PoBuipeda tov dydov, wavres yap os mpopytny éxovow tov "lodvnv 
Mt xxi. 26 = (very nearly) Mk xi. 32: also Mt xiv. 5 époBn6n 
Tov dxXov, StL os mpopytny avrov efxov (i.e. John), and xxi. 46 
epoBnOnaay rovs dxdous, émet els mpohytny adrov eixov (i. e, Jesus). 

13. Tods SovdAous ... dv b€ dmékretvay Mt xxi. 35 = Mk xii. 5 xdkeivoy 
améxreway ... ods S€ droxrevvuvtes : also Mt xxii. 6 rods dovdous 
.. + kal dmékrevay, 

14. madw diéoteibey GAdovs Sovdovs Mt xxi. 36 = Mk xii. 4, 5 wadw 
Gréotethev ... Gddov SodAoy .. . kal GAdoy (cf. also Lk xx. 11, 12) : 
also Mt xxii. 4 wddw dréoretNev dAXovs SovdAous. 

15. drokéoes avrovs Mt xxi. 41 = Mk xii. 9, and Lk xx. 16 dmodécer 

rovs yewpyous : also Mt xxii. 7 dma@decev rovs doveis éxeivous. 
dyannoeis Tov mAyoiov Gov ws ceavtéy quoted in Mt xxii. 39 = 
Mk xii. 31 (and cf. Lk x. 27): aéso in Mt xix. 19. 

17. dWorrat roy vidv Tod dvOpamou épxdpevoy Mt xxiv. 30=Mk xiii. 26 = 
Lk xxi. 27: and @yeo@e «rd. in Mt. xxvi. 64 = Mk xiv. 62: 
also Mt xvi. 28 Wow rov vidv tod dvyOpamov épxdpevov (where 
Mk ix. 1 and Lk ix. 27 mention only the kingdom as being 
seen). 

18. dAnOas Oeov vids Mt xxvii. 54 = Mk xv. 39: also Mt xiv. 33. 

19 (2). Kai éyévero dre érédecev 6 “Inoovds Mt vii. 28=(?) Lk vii. 1: also 
Mt xi. 13 xiii. 535; xix. 13 xxvi. 1.4 


16. 


A careful examination of such cases certainly leaves 
the impression that the mind of Matthew? was so familiar 
with these collocations of words that he naturally repro- 
duced them in other parts of his narrative, besides the 
places in which they occurred in his sources. It is to 
be observed that these apparent reproductions often occur 
earlier in the Gospel than do the apparently original 
occurrences of the formulas, which seems to indicate that 
Matthew drew them from his memory of his sources and 


! On this formula see pp. 164 f. above: it must be transferred to the list 
of formulas peculiar to Matthew if Lk vii. 1 is not taken as parallel to 
Mt vii. 28. 

2 This is of course one of the many cases in which ‘ Matthew’ is used 
as a symbol to denote the compiler of the first Gospel, whoever he may 
have been. 
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not from documents before him.!' So far as it goes, then, 
the drift of this section is in favour of some considerable 
element of the oral theory. 

Before leaving the subject of these ‘ formulas’, it should 
be noticed that there are a few of them which occur in 
different positions in two or three of the Synoptic Gospels 
(Matthew always? being one of them) :— 


(i) Formulas differently placed by Matthew and by 
Mark :— 


I. jv yap dSdoxwv airods ws ékovalav xav, Kai obx os of -ypappareis 
(Mark adds air), (a2) in Mk i. 22 referred to the first preaching 
in the Capernaum Synagogue (and so Lk iv. 32 év e€ovcia fv 
6 déyos abrod), but (4) in Mt vii. 29 referred to the impression 
made by the Sermon on the Mount much later in the Ministry. 

. kaxas éyovras roikidats véoors, used (a) in Mk i. 34 (cf. Lk iv. 4o) 
of the healings at eventide, but (4) combined in Mt iv. 24 with 
some other words from Mk iii. 7 ff. before the Sermon on the 
Mount. 

3. Ore fioay. .. as (Mt woel) mpdBara pi exovra rrotméva (Numb 
xxvii. 17 LXX); (a) in Mk vi. 34 placed before the Feeding of 
the 5,000, but (4) in Mt ix. 36 before the Mission of the Twelve 
which occurred earlier. 

4. kal adévres abdrév dwpdOay, used (az) in Mk xii. 12 after the 
Parable of the Wicked Husbandmen, but (4) in Mt xxii. 22 after 
the question as to tribute to Caesar rather later. 


iS) 


(ii) Formulas differently placed by Matthew, by Mark, 
and by Luke :— 


I. oddels odkért eroApa avTov emepwrjoat is (in substance) placed— 
(2) in Mk xii. 34, after the Two Great Commandments (omitted 
here in Luke) ; 
(4) in Mt xxii. 46, after the subsequent reference to Psalm cx ; 
but 
(c) in Lk xx. 40, after the earlier confutation of the Sadducees. 


1 Compare the suggestions made on pp. 93-5. 

2 Or almost always; for perhaps an exception may be found in the 
commendations by scribes given by Mark and Luke only, viz. (a) xadds, 
biddonadre, én’ ddnOcias efmes in Mk xii. 32 after the two great command- 
ments, but (5) d:ddcxade, adds efnas in Lk xx, 39 after the confutation of the 
Sadducees, 
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2. eEerdjocorro emi rH d:8axy ad’rod is said— 

(a) in Mk i. 22; Lk iv. 32, of the preaching in the Capernaum 
Synagogue ; 

(4) in Mt vii 28, of the impression made by the Sermon on the 
Mount ; 

(c) in Mk xi. 18, of the result of the Cleansing of the Temple ; 

(2) in Mt xxii. 33, of the confutation of the Sadducees. 

Though not used in Luke’s Gospel, this formula has been placed 
here because of its employment in Acts xiii. 12 éxmAnrrépevos 
émt ry di8ayn Tod Kupiov (cf. Lk ix. 43 éLenAjooovro ... emi TH 
Heyadedrnte Tov Beov; also Mt xiii. 54; Mk vi. 2 where the 
verbs diddoxew and éxrAjooeoOa are used). 


Do not such cases of repetition and transference of 
formulas point, like the former instances, to oral processes 
of preservation and transmission? Of course men who, 
as disciples and perhaps also as teachers, had previously 
acquired knowledge by such processes would not be debarred 
from the use of manuscripts as their chief authorities, when 
they set themselves to draw up Gospels. But they would 
be likely to use them with great freedom, and from time to 
time they would dispense with the trouble of turning to 
them, when they thought that their own traditional informa- 
tion was sufficient. See p. 217. 
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C. ON THE GOSPEL OF ST. LUKE. 


DIvISIon I 


ON THE LINGUISTIC RELATIONS BETWEEN ST. LUKE’S 
GOSPEL AND ACTS 


IN the case of this one Synoptic Gospel we have the 
advantage of being able to compare it with another book 
which both claims to be (Acts i. 1) and appears to be the 
work of the same author. This comparison should be 
helpful in many ways towards a right appreciation of the 
time and manner of the composition of the Gospel. 


SECTION I 
THE LINGUISTIC SIMILARITY BETWEEN LUKE AND ACTS 


This similarity is so strong that it is generally admitted 
to establish the fact that the two books in their present 
shape come from one author or editor, whatever materials 
he may have used in them. Numerous writers have 
brought together the correspondences in vocabulary and 
phraseology and mental standpoint which link the books 
together, and there is no need to reproduce here the 
abundant proofs of a similarity so generally admitted.’ 
But I have noted two special points of likeness between 
Luke and Acts which at the same time bring out points of 
comparison and contrast between Luke and the other 
Synoptic Gospels, and which therefore bear directly upon 
the Synoptic Problem.’ 


1 See e.g. S. Davidson, Introd. to N. T., ii. 261-8; Zeller, ii. 213-54 ; and 
Overbeck, p. 248, both in Eng. tr., besides more recent writers. 

2 The tables given above on pp. 16-23 and 27-9 supply materials for 
many such proofs. 

8 «Verbs compounded with prepositions’ was the title of a third such 
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A. Words peculiar to one or other Gospel and to Acts. 


Fifty-eight words are peculiar to Luke and Acts, viz.t:— 





atrtoy dtodevw Odp8os mpoBdrddw 
avadeixyupe SovAn laces mpomopevopat 
dvatnréw eXat@y (?) xabeEns mpoodokia 
dvaxabi¢e (?) évavre Kadinps mpovmapxo 
5 dvaoraw 20 évayriov 35 KaOdru 50 orpatnyés 

dvagaivopat evedpevo kaTakelo orparta (?) 
dveupicke evtaxve (?) katako\ovbéw ovyyévea 
avreinoy é&ins kataninto ovvapratw 
droypapn éretdov K\dous ovvBadro 

10 drodéxopat 25 emiBBalw 40 Kpdticros 55 ovver(?) 
arorwdocow empavéew Notpds? ouvrAnpds@ 
Staropéw emiyeipe@ dduvdopa TpavpariCa 
Scarnpéw éomépa burréw Tpaxus 
Silarnpe evdaBns mapaBiacopat 

15 ducyupi{onpa | 30 ebrdvas 45 mepiAdura 








The above 58 words occur altogether 78 times in Luke, viz. 21 
times in chaps. i-ii, 25 times in the other ‘ peculiar’ parts*, and 32 
times in the ‘ common’ parts*: they occur altogether 99 times in 
Acts, viz. 47 times in chaps. i-xii and 52 times in chaps. xiii- 
xxviii. It thus appears that they are used most freely in Lk i-ii; 
and next to that in Acts generally, but not specially in either part 
of Acts. 


point in the first edition ; but this is now withdrawn, because the proot of 
any considerable contrast between the Lucan books and Mark in this respect 
fails. But the excess of the Lucan as against the Matthaean use of such 
compounds remains great, and as against the Johannine it is still greater. 
See Prof. J. H. Moulton in Expositor, May 1909, p. 412. He has made a very 
thorough study of this question, including a revision of my lists from the 
grammarian’s point of view; and he kindly allows me to mention here his 
conclusion that the average number of compound verbs per page of 
WH’s Greek Test. is in Hebrew 8.0, Acts 6.25, Luke and Mark 5-7, Paul 3-8, 
Matthew 3.55, John (Gospel) 1-97. Some instances of Mark’s liking for 
compound verbs may be seen above in the remarks on mopevopat (p. 14) and 
on o7pagels (p. 46). 

1In this and the following lists proper names and numerals are 
omitted, because they prove nothing as to a vocabulary and style: (?) im- 
plies some doubt as to the reading. 

2 But in Luke the word is used literally, in Acts figuratively. 

3 For the explanation of these terms see above, pp. 15, 25. 
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Seventeen words are peculiar to Matthew and Acts, 
viz. :— 
dodadivo ; xappve (from LXX)|;  maxvvopa (from 
Bapéws (from LXX) Kondo LXX) 
BeBnr\<do pdyos mréhayos 
deo parnpioy 10 padnrevo 15 mpoondvros 
5 émBaivo Spapa avatpédea (?) 
eivodxos mapaBaive Xorn ? 


Fourteen words are peculiar to Mark and Acts, viz. :— 


dvabepatiCo “EAAnvis caydddtov 

. is se ei 

achpahas emudva omdopat 

a bo , 

avroparos dpxiveo ovvavaBaive 

Stayivopa mpoorpexo ouvkdbnpat 
5 dtacrdw IO mpipva 


Thirteen words are peculiar to John and Acts, viz. :-— 


G@\Xopat Covvupe “Pwpatos 
SiarpiBo VEVO oroa 

e s pe ~ ie 
EAKv@ 6pou oxowviov 
“EAAQuorri ov8érre (?) 


5 émdéyopna 


10 mevpd (?) 





Thus we see that the number of words found only in 
Luke and Acts (58) largely exceeds the whole number of 
those found only in the other three Gospels respectively 
and in Acts (17+14+13 = 44). If we only consider the 
Synoptic Gospels, the number is nearly double (58 to 31). 


B. Words and phrases characteristic of the three 
Synoptists which are also found in Acts. 


If we examine these, as given above (Part I, pp. 4-23), 
we have the following striking figures :— 

Out of the 95 characteristic of Matthew, 46, or slightly 
less than half, are found in Acts. 

Out of the 41 characteristic of Mark, 22, or slightly more 
than half, are found in Acts. 

Out of the 151 characteristic of Luke, 115, or slightly 
more than three-fourths, are found in Acts. 


1 But in Matthew the word is used literally, in Acts figuratively. 
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SECTION II 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE LANGUAGE OF LUKE 
AND ACTS 


It was said at the beginning of the preceding Section 
(p. 174) that the similarity between the language of Luke 
and Acts has been abundantly proved and illustrated. But 
I do not know that much attention has been paid to the 
linguistic differences between the two. These, however, 
are important in their way; for, while quite insufficient 
to throw doubt on the common authorship, they seem to 
suggest that a considerable time must have elapsed between 
the writing of the two books.! They may be placed under 
five headings :— 

-i. Words and phrases characteristic of Luke’s Gospel in 
contrast to the other Synoptics, but used in Acts at least 
three times as often as in Luke :— 

dvip, (amdoTodos,) axpt, eyévero followed by infinitive, 
évéuart (=‘by name’), re. The above should be examined 
in the table given on pp. 16-23. Some others deserving 


notice as coming under this category are :— 
Acts. 


Chaps. Chaps. 
Mt& Mk Lk Total. t-xti. § xiti-xxvtil. 





(dvdyo) . . : I 3 17 3 14 
drrodoyéopat 2 6 a 6 
areviCo 2 10 7 3 
Bovhy . 2 7 3 4 
KaTépxopat 2 12 4 8 
pev ouv 2 27 9 18 
mvevpa dytov 9 13 41 27 14 

Total 10 26 120 53 67 


Mention may also be made of dvakpivw, Siaxovia, Stapapripopar, 


1 T do not think that nearly all of them are such as can be caused by differ- 
ences in the sources used by Luke in the two books; for we know how 
freely he dealt with Mark, and probably with Q also, in matters of style, and 
even of vocabulary. 

HAWKINS N 
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énayyeXla, kardyo aS occurring never in Matthew or Mark, once in 
Luke, and 5, 8, 9, 8, 7 times respectively in Acts. And the supple- 
mentary lists on pp. 27-9 will suggest some other cases which are 
more or less in point. 

Under this heading, and the subsequent ones, a few words 
are bracketed (): these are comparatively unimportant as 
linguistic evidence, because they may be mainly accounted 
for by the subject-matter. 

ii. Words and phrases never occurring in Luke, but 
frequently in Acts. 

(Under the preceding heading (i) we had words, &c., 
which might be quoted as evidence both for the similarity 
and the dissimilarity between Luke and Acts: under this 
and the following headings (ii, iii, iv, v) the dissimilarity 
alone is brought out.) 





Acts. , 
eae 
Chaps. Chaps. 
Total. txt. = xitt-xxviit. 

aipeats : : . : : 6 I 5 
dva\apBave : : : 8 5 3 
(dvOdmartos) : ‘ : : 5 ‘ibe 5 
yévos . é : i : 4 9 4 5 
5 Sake yaphe 2 ‘ : . ‘ 10 ‘is Io 
érravptoy . . 10 3 7 

émuxadéopac (of being named of ae 9 8 1 (?) 

emxadéopat (of calling upon) . Il 4 7° 

emipevo : ‘ 6 2 4 
10 émiorapat 9 I 8 
peTaméepropat 9 5 4 
bpobvpaddy 10 7 3 
Opapa il 8 3 
mappno.dgopa a 2 5 
15 mpookaprepew 6 6 ae 
mpochapBdvopat ‘ 5 wwe 5 
répas . . 9 7 2 
Tnpew . 8 2 6 
(xiNiapxos) . 17 ai 17 
20 xwpiov 7 6 I 
Total . . 172 71 Iol 


1 With rf émavpiov compare én! thy avpov in Lk x. 35; Acts iv. 5 only. 

2 Contrast with this the frequent use of eadovpevos in Luke. 

§ This includes the five or (including xxv. 21) six references to the 
‘appeal unto Caesar’, 
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It is also remarkable that Luke has in his Gospel no instance of 
the verb for ‘he said’ being understood instead of expressed, as it 
is in Actsii. 38; v.g; ix. 5,11; xix. 2; xxv. 223 XXvi. 25, 28, 29 
(ef. also x. 15); nor of kal viv beginning a sentence, as in Acts iii, 
17; vii. 34 (LXX); x. 83 xiii, 113) xvi, 373; XX. 22, 253 xxii. 
16; xxvi. 6 (cf. also v. 38; xxiii. 21); nor of voy oo asin Acts x. 
335 XV. 10; xvi. 36; xxiii. 15; nor of the participle e¢mas as in 
Acts vii. 37; xxii. 24; xxiv. 22; xxvii. 35. 

iii. Words and phrases rarely occurring in Luke, but 
frequently in Acts. 





Acts. 
ho 
Chaps. Chaps. 
Luke. Total. txt, xtit-xxuitt, 

Bovropat 2 14 3 Il 
yroords 2 Io 5 5 
Tyepov 2 6 ae 6 
kard=‘ against’ 3 12 2 10 

5 Kedevo I 17 4 13 
povoy I 8 2 6 
vopifa . a 2 7 2 5 
mapiornu, transitive I 5 2 3 
ovuvépxopat 2 16 9 7 
10 tpopy . I 7 2 5 
viot "Iopand . I 5 5 re 
papi 7 24 5 19 

Total . ; 25 131 41 go! 


yvwords is used quite differently in Luke and Acts, being in the 
former applied only to persons, in the latter only to things known. 
It is curious that 6 of the above 12 words should happen to be 
used in Matthew much more frequently than in Luke, viz. yyeuav 
Matthew 10, «card = ‘ against’ Matthew 14, cedevo Matthew 7, pdvov 
Matthew 7, tpody Matthew 4, dyui Matthew17. Two of the wards 
are strongly Pauline, viz, pdvov and mapiornu transitive, being used 
36 and 18 times in the 13 Epistles. 

iv. Words and phrases frequently occurring in Luke, but 


never in Acts. 


Luke. Luke, 
dyardw : j . ; 12 | dpotos , ‘ ; : . IL 
dpaprodds . 5 . 17 | mAovovos ; : z « DT 
éyévero with a finite verb . 22 | orpapeis . . . «. 7? 


1 See also p. 152 note‘ on the use of "Iovdator. 
3 In Acts ix. 40; xvi. 18 we find émorpépas used as o7padels is used in the 


Gospel. 
N 2 
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On the last four of these words more statistics will be found on 
pp. 16-23, where also will be found 31 other words and phrases, 
which, while occurring 4 times and upwards in Luke’s Gospel, and 
being more or less characteristic of it, are absent from Acts. 


v. Words and phrases frequently occurring in Luke, but 
much more rarely in Acts. 





Acts, 
Chaps. Chaps. 
Luke. Total. i-xu,  xtt—xxvitt, 
éavtov, &c. ‘ ‘ a 57 22 8 14 
éyévero with kai. - ‘ II 1(?) 1(?) ae 
eimey O€, eirroy O€, ‘ ‘ 59 15 10 5 
éy7@ with infinitive . , 32 7 6 I 
eképxoua dd. : ; 13 3 és 3 
kal adros, &c., nom. . Al 8 I 7 
avros 6, &c. ; ‘ : il 2 sie 2 
wAny . : : ‘ ; 15 4 I 3 
Total . é 239 62 27 35 


The doubtful case of éyévero cai is in Acts v. 7. All but the first 
of the above 8 words, &c., and some others pointing less decidedly 
in the same direction, may be examined on pp. 16-23. See also 
p. 14 on wa (Luke 45, Acts 15) and contrast with it émws on p. 6 
(Luke 7, Acts 14). 


If the differences of vocabulary and phraseology which 
have been collected under these five headings are considered 
together, they seem to me to suggest the inference that the 
two books, though the works of the same writer, could not 
have proceeded from him at the same, or very nearly the 
same, time. Would jit be at all likely that an author (unless 
he wished to conceal his identity, which we know from 
Acts i. 1 that this author did not wish) would so alter his 
style in two nearly contemporaneous books as, e.g., to drop 
elmev d€, év TO with infinitive, and «al airds, to take to pev 
ody, re, Kedeverv, and ovvépxouat, and to substitute the in- 
finitive for the finite verb after éyévero, to the extent that 
has now appeared? We have thus some internal evidence 
in favour of placing Luke at a considerably earlier date 
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than Acts,! whatever the date of the latter book may be— 
a question on which the next Section will bear. 

[To enter upon the difference which Feine and others 
have observed between Acts i-xii and xiii-xxviii,2, and 
which they refer to Luke’s use of authorities in the 
former part of his work, does not come within the scope 
of this book. But in the above statistics as to Acts that 
division into two parts has been taken into account, for the 
sake of students of that particular subject. Here it need 
only be said that although (1) the above tables (see especially 
iii) show that the divergence of the language from that of 
the Gospel is greater in the second than in the first part 
of Acts,? and although (2) this is still more decidedly the 
case as to the 413 words which are peculiar to Acts (p. 204) 
and which occur more than twice as often in the second as in 
the first part,* and although, again, (3) a few words or phrases 
can be pointed out as characterizing the two parts respec- 
tively,® these phenomena taken together are of small weight 


1 This would also account for the apparent difference in chronology, &c., 
between Lk xxiv and Acts i. In the interval between the composition 
of the two books Luke might have received fuller information as to the 
days subsequent to the Resurrection : see also Wright’s note on Lk xxii. 52. 
Bishop Chase stands almost alone in regarding Acts as ‘ planned and com- 
posed’ before the Gospel (Camb. Theol. Essays (1905), pp. 380, 406 f.). 

2 I adhere to this division of Acts, though Harnack draws his line at 
xvi. 5 (Acts of the Apostles, E. T,, p. xxxii. I need hardly say that the im- 
portance of this book to critical students of Acts is very great—in some 
respects even greater than that of the better known Luke the Physictan), 
On the failure of past attempts to assign sources to various parts of Acts, 
see Knowling in Expositor’s Greek Test., vol. ii, pp. 22-30, and Chase, 
Credibility of the Acts, p. 15. 

3 In making these comparisons it must be borne in mind that the 
second part is the longer: it fills 39 pages, while the first part only fills 
go pages in WH. 

4 Most of these 413 peculiar words are found only once, so the whole 
number of the occurrences of them is only 564, of which 180 are in chapters 
i-xii, and 384 in chapters xiii-xxviii. 

5 See Weiss, Introd. to N. T., E. T., ii. 333. His strongest instances 
seem to be éiarnu and mpooxaprepéw used only in the first part, and édw, 
xdxet (cf. also xdei@ev), and movnpés used only in the second part. For 
surely such words as doma{opat, Siaréyouat, xaravrdw, céBoua (used of 
proselytes) in the second part would be naturally suggested by the sub- 
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against the mass of linguistic evidence for common author- 
ship. Some of them may perhaps be accounted for by the 
use of documents in chapters i-xii; but a large proportion 
of them are due to difference of subject-matter, and to the 
fact that the scenes and surroundings of the facts recorded 
are so diverse, being in the first part so far more Jewish 
and Palestinian than in the second. ] 


SECTION III 


SPECIAL CONSIDERATION OF THE ‘ WE’-SECTIONS OF ACTS 
IN RELATION TO ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL 


In Acts xvi. 10-17; XX. 5-15; xxi. 1-18; xxvii. I-xxviil. 
16 inclusive, we find four passages, containing 97 verses, 
in which the writer uses the first person plural,’ and thus 
represents himself as having been one of Paul’s companions 
intravel. These passages may be, and have been, accounted 
for in three ways. 


(a) First, the compiler of Acts may have inserted these 
extracts from a ‘ travel-document’ which had been handed 
down to him, and may have accidentally or carelessly left 
the ‘ we’ standing in them, without mentioning that he was 
making direct quotations. But, although instances of such 
negligence have been supplied from mediaeval chroniclers,? 
it does not seem at all likely to have been committed by this 
author, who was evidently no unskilled writer, and who 
also evidently had no hesitation in ‘working over’ and 
jects of the narrative, as well as dwodoyéopa, éyxadéw and éyxAnya, and 
katnyopéw, upon which Weiss does not lay stress for this reason. An im- 
portant addition to what I have called the strongest instances may be found 
in the occurrence of the ‘ periphrastic imperfect’ 18 times in the first part 
and only 6 times in the second. 

1 It is also used in D’s addition to Acts xi. 28. And it is possible that the 


writer's presence in Pisidia is implied in xiy. 22, ‘we must enter.’ 
2 Zeller, ii. 258. 
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adapting his materials, as we see in his treatment of the 
Marcan and Logian sources in his Gospel. 


(8) Therefore a second theory is preferred by Zeller and 
others, to whom a late date for the composition of Acts 
seems on other grounds probable. They adopt the view 
that the ‘we’ is left in the narrative designedly, because 
the compiler wished ‘to identify himself with the older 
reporter’, and so ‘to pass for one of Paul’s companions’, 
in order ‘to recommend his production ’.” 


(vy) The third account of the matter is that the writer 
was from time to time a companion of Paul in his travels, 
and that he simply and naturally wrote in the first person 
when narrating events at which he had been present. There 
would be nothing strange, nothing that required any ex- 
planation, in his doing so; for Theophilus, to whom his 
personality was evidently known (Lk i. 3; Acts i. 1),? 
would in all probability be aware also that he had been 
a fellow traveller of the Apostle of the Gentiles. 

Now this last view, which attributes the composition of 
the third Gospel and of the whole of Acts to the original 
author of the ‘We’-Sections, receives very strong support 
from linguistic considerations.* 


A. 


Let us refer back to the ‘ words and phrases character- 
istic of’ each Synoptic Gospel, as they were collected on 


1 Overbeck, i. 43 (in Eng. tr. of Zeller). 

2 S. Davidson, Introd. to N. T., ii. 272. So Schmiedel in Enc. Bibl. s. v. 
Acts, § 1. 

3 I have assumed that, as the epithet «pariare seems to show, Theophilus 
was an actual person, and not ‘a representative of the Christian reader 
generally’: but the assumption is, of no great importance for our present 
argument. 

4 Pre-eminent among recent critical writers who have adopted this view, 
and largely upon linguistic grounds, is Harnack in Lukas der Arat (1906): 
see especially pp. 47 ff., 56 ff. (in E. T., Luke the Phys., pp. 67 ff., 81 ff.). 
See also Burkitt, Gospel History, &c. (1906), pp. 110-20. 
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pp. 4-23, and some remarkable results bearing on our 
present point will appear. 

(1) As to the characteristically Lucan words and phrases, 
it may be seen in the summary on p. 23 that the number 
of the occurrences of them (viz. 111) in the 97 verses of the 
‘We ’-Sections of Acts is very nearly as large as the number 
(viz. 116) in the 661 verses of Mark. And in the 1,068 
verses of Matthew they occur only 216 times, which is 
less than twice as often as in the ‘We’-Sections, though 
Matthew is eleven times as long as they are. 


(2) Again, if we contrast the occurrences of the words 
and phrases characteristic of each Gospel, we find that— 


a. The Matthaean words and phrases are found in 
Matthew 904 times, which is about forty-five times as often 
as the 20 occurrences of them in the ‘We’-Sections ; 


6. The Marcan words and phrases are found in Mark 
357 times, which is about ¢hirty-two times as often as the 
II occurrences of them in the ‘ We’-Sections ; while 


c. The Lucan words and phrases are found in Luke 1, 483 
times, which is zot much more than thirteen times as often 
as the 111 occurrences of them in the ‘ We’-Sections. 


(3) Once more, if in a similar way we take the separate 
words and phrases, without regard to the frequency of 
their occurrence, we find in the ‘ We ’-Sections :— 

a. Out of the 95 Matthaean words and phrases, 11 or 
slightly more than one-ninth ; 


6. Out of the 41 Marcan words and phrases, 7 or about 
one-sixth ; 

c. Out of the 151 Lucan words and phrases, 45 or some- 
what less than one-third (the almost exact proportion being 
three-tenths). 

The 11 Matthaean words, &c., are éxe?Oev (twice), kedevo, 
kepdaivo, AauTas, udvov, 60ev, TapOevos, mpooépxouat (twice ?), 
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cuvdyw (twice), rére (4 times), tpopy (4 times): the 7 Marcan 
ones are éAeyov (3 times, viz. xxi.4; xxviii. 4, 6), edOéws, 
KaTdkeimat, Kpatéw, maAw, taplornut intransitive (twice), pépw 
(twice) : the 45 Lucan ones, which are generally of a more 
distinctive and important kind, are to be seen on pp. 16 ff. 

Such evidence of unity of authorship, drawn from a com- 
parison of the language of the three Synoptic Gospels, 
appears to me irresistible. Is it not utterly improbable 
that the language of the original writer of the ‘ We’-Sections 
should have chanced to have so very many more corre- 
spondences with the language of the subsequent compiler 
than with that of Matthew or Mark? 


B. 


But in view of the importance of this matter as sup- 
plying the best, and almost the only, means we have for 
fixing the approximate date of any Gospel, it may be 
worth while to add some other evidence—positive and 
not comparative—which points in the same direction. This 
also happens to fall under three heads. The following are 
instances of :— 

i. Words and phrases found only in the ‘ We’-Sections 
and in the rest of Acts!— 


‘We? Rest 
§§ of Acts. 

dmomhew 2 2 
adve : ‘ I 2 
Bia . ‘ : , I 2 
StarpiBw with acc. of time 2 4 

5 exeioe I I 
éxmrew . I 2 
eEetpe 2 2 
émtBovdn I 3 
npépaixavat . I 3 
10 mépat mreloves, mAeious . 2 2 


1 Dr. Knowling observes that of these 21 words and phrases 6 occur once 
and 2 twice, in chaps. xiii-xiv (Expositor’s Greek Test. on Acts, p. 315). 
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‘We’ Rest 

§§ of Acts. 
pepe Ties I 4 
ka’ dy tpémov — : I I 
peéve with acc. of versie ‘ I I 
peradapBdve rpopis 2 I 

15 veavias . ; . I 3(?) 
ov Tuy@p e 2 2 é I I 
mpoirkeehpiat with ace. . i I I 
Tavoy. : , : I 4 
TH émioven (in vii. a with nuepa)? . 3 2 
20 bmep@ov . . . . . . I 3 
trovoe@ . 3 i : I 2 
Total 28 46 


é£0éo is omitted because the reading in xxvii. 39 is doubtful, 
and xarapépw because it is used in such different senses. 


ii. Words and phrases found only in the ‘We ’-Sections 


and Luke, with or without the rest of Acts also— 
‘We’ Rest 
§§ of Acts, Luke. 

dvdyouat = ‘embark’? . 4 ‘ II 2 
dvadaivopat 
dveupioxw 
drodéxopae 

5 dmrorwacow ‘ : 
ante = kindle ; 5 
Ouorne . : ; ; 
eis ‘ 5 c ‘ a 
qpépa with ra ie : 

10 kataxodovOéw . 
Katarinre 
Opirdeo . . : : ; 
mapaBidgopa . 3 . . F 
orabeis, oradevtes, -vTa 

15 ovvapratw 
ourBideo 
TH exopevn (cf. also ‘Acts xiii. ee ?). 


Ae ee OE ea ee es 
Los} 
Slap HOH nde HrWNNWHNH HA 


Slaw nvnu! 


Total 


1 Elsewhere the preposition is omitted. 

* On this and other notes of time see Harnack, Acts of App., E. T., pp. 10 f., 
31-4. 

3 See Prof. Burkitt’s interesting comparison of the‘ We’-Sections with the 
only account of a voyage in the third Gospel, viz. in viii. 22-5 (op. cit,, p. 112). 


w& 
[o} 
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iii: Words and phrases found in the ‘We’-Sections and also 
used predominantly, though not exclusively, in the rest of 
Acts or Luke or either of them— 


‘We’ Rest Rest 
§§ of Acts. Luke. of N.T. 

dvadapBave 2 6 are 7 
Gras * ; ; ‘ : 3 I 9 Io II 
aTooTraw I I I I 

Groros é ‘ . : : I I I 1} 

5 Bovdy ‘ ; ‘ , ‘ 2 5 2 3% 
Stadéyopa . : : , , 2 8 wea 3 
Stavoiyo I 2 4 I 
dtavoto . " : 4 I I 2 
StarpiBo : . . 2 6 e I 
10 ede z . : F : : 3 4 2 2 

eloretpe . : I 2 ane 1* 
émt with acc. :. of time 5 F . 5 8 2 6 
éemBaivw . . 3 2 ‘ I 

emipéeva 4 2 ais gt 
15 émininto I 5 2 4 
émitpére . 2 3 3 9 
npépa 7. aapndran, -tey ° I I 4 2 
Geis, Oévres, Tévres Ta yovata I 3 I I 
ixavés7 ; é A 4 14 9 13 
20 KdkeiOev ‘ 5 3 I I 

karayyéAXo . I Io 7 

katavrdw ‘ 4 5 wee 4? 
karépxopae . . 3 9 2 I 

£evi¢w, used of receiving strangers 

and of ete ‘ ; ; 2 4 I 
25 épapia . . . IT Io I 
men . : i . 4 i I 

tuyxdve with gen. I 2 I ge 
treép Tod évdpatos ‘ : I 3 2 
Total . 63 129 47 96 


1 Only in Pauline Epistles, except that dvadapBayw occurs also in 
Appendix to Mark, and émpévw in Pericope de Adullera. 

2 The readings are often uncertain as to mds and amas. 

3 Only in Paul and Heb. 4 Only in Heb. 

» The places referred to are Acts xvi. 18 ; xx.9, 113 xxvii. 20; xxviii. 6 ;— 
Acts iii. 1; iv. 5; xiii. 31; xvii.2 ; xviii. 20; xix. 8, 10, 34 ;—Lk x. 35; 
xviii, 4 3;—-Mt ix. 15; Rom vii. 1; 1 Cor vii. 39; Gal iv. 1; Heb xi. 30; 
z Pet i. 13. 

8 juépa is expressed in these places only: it is understood in Mt 
xxviii. 1; Mk xvi, 2, [9]; Lk xxiv. 1; Jn xx. 1; Acts xx. 7; 1 Cor 
xvi, 2. The two non-Lucan instances referred to above are Jn xix. 31; 
xx. Ig (2). 7 See also in Subsidiary List of Lucan words, p. 27. 
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Observe also the ‘ Litotes’ of of with an adjective or adverb (as 
ob perpias, od« ddiyou) 4 times in ‘We ’-Sections (xx. 12; xxvii. 14, 
20; xxviii. 2), 12 times in rest of Acts (i. 5; xii. 18; xiv. 28; 
XV..25 XVil. 4, 12, 275 XIX. 11, 23, 243 xxi, 393 xxvi. 19), twice 
in Luke (vii. 6; xv. 13), rare in rest of N. T. (Thayer refers to Jn 
ii, 123 ill. 34 only,’ besides 2 Cor ji. 1x where a verb is used). 

It must be remembered that all the words and phrases 
characteristic of Luke are excluded from this list, as having 
been already treated in this connexion (pp. 183 ff.) : other- 
wise it would have been a far longer list, and would have 
showed far more numerous correspondences between the 
‘We’-Sections and the other Lucan writings. 

Against all the above similarities we can only set a few 
expressions that are peculiar to these‘ We’-Sections. The 
only two of these to which any importance can be attached 
are mapawew (xxvii. 9, 22)% and meptaipéw (xxvii. 20, 40; 
xxviii. 13 ?).2 For edévdpouew (xvi. 11; xxi. 1), xardyeoOau of 
coming to shore (xxvii. 3; xxviii. 12; cf. Lk v. 11), wapa- 
A€youat (xxvii. 8, 13), mAdos (KXi. 7; XxVvii. 9g, 10), dromTAdw 
(xxvii. 4, 7), and other such words are amply accounted for 
by the subject-matter. We do not find elsewhere rf érépa 
for ‘the next day’ (xx. 15?; xxvii. 3); but ‘the next day’ 
happens to be spoken of so much more often in the ‘We ’- 
Sections than in any other passages of the same length 4 
that there is nothing remarkable in there being a larger 
variety of Greek phrases to express it. 

On the whole, then, there is an immense balance of 
internal and linguistic evidence in favour of the view that 
the original writer of these sections was the same person as 
the main author of the Acts and of the third Gospel, and, 

1 But see also od paxpay in Mk xii. 34; Jn xxi. 8. 

3 On the medical use of napawéw see Knowling on xxvii, 22, or in Biblical 
World, xx. 376, referring to Hobart. 

3 wepiatpéw is also found in 2 Cor iii. 16 and Heb x, 11. 

4 It is spoken of in these 97 verses very nearly as often as in the whole 


of the rest of Acts, and considerably more often than in the whole of 
Luke. 
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consequently, that the date of those books lies within the 
lifetime of a companion of St. Paul. 


SECTION IV 


SUBSIDIARY NOTICE OF THE SIMILARITY BETWEEN THE 
LANGUAGE OF THE GOSPEL OF ST. LUKE AND OF 
THE PAULINE EPISTLES 


The identity of the third Synoptist with a friend and 
companion of St. Paul! which we have seen to be so 
abundantly proved by the language of Acts generally, and 
of the ‘ We’-Sections of it in particular, is confirmed and 
illustrated by some remarkable similarities between his 
Gospel and the Pauline Epistles. See also p. 196 (A). 

This again (cf. pp. 174-6) may be best shown by a com- 
parison with the other Gospels. 

A. An examination of the vocabularies of the Gospels 
gives the following results. There are— 

Thirty-two words found only in Matthew (or Matthew 
and Acts) and in Paul. 

Twenty-two words found only in Mark (or Mark and 
Acts) and in Paul. 

One hundred and three words found only in Luke (or 
Luke and Acts) and in Paul. 

Twenty-one words found only in John (or John and 
Acts) and in Paul. 

The preponderance in the case of Luke is surely very 
significant. Lists of the words are given below. . 

There are about 78 words found only in Acts and Paul, 
besides the 44 of the above 103 which are found also in 
Luke, as shown on the next two pages. 


1 Cf. Col iv. 14; 2 Tim iv. 11; Philem 24. From Dr. Hobart’s work 
on The Medical Language of St. Luke (Dublin, 1882) may be selected some 
forcible indications that the writer of Luke and Acts was an iarpés 
(Col iv. 14). 
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B. Referring to the lists of ‘characteristic words and 
phrases’ of the three Synoptists given on pp. 4-23, we see 
that of the 95 of Matthew, 48, or slightly more than half, 
are found in Paul; of the 41 of Mark, 19, or slightly 
less than half, are found in Paul; of the 151 of Luke, 9g, or 
very nearly two-thirds, are found in Paul. 





Thirty-two words found in Matthew (with or without 
Acts also) and Paul only :— 


dxaBapaia éhadpés dpedn 
24 Sea er 
aképatos e£atpéw opeiAnpa 
3 ; es ' 
axpacia émionpos 25 maduwyevecia t 
dpa * 15 kepapevs mapexrés * 
5 dpéptpvos peupios mAarive 

dvatAnpée popés (?) tapos 
> + * - ” > 
drdyrnots Vikos dorepos (?) t 
drévaytt (?)* ddnyds * 30 xaderés t 
OevypariCo 20 dduppds Wevdoudprus 

10 d7ndos Oxynpos patos * 
éxrds * dos 








Twenty-two words found in Mark (with or without Acts 
also) and Paul only :— 


aBBa e€auris * mpookaptepew * 
ddahalo 10 é£optove Tapas 
dyaptnpa (?) evKatpew * ouvarobyncKe 
drom\avdw + evKaipos t 20 Tpdpos 

5 dmoorepéw evoynpor * trodéopat * 
adpoovvn ndéas torépnots 
dxetporroinros 15 mepipepw 
elpyvevo TporapBitveo 








One hundred and three words found in Luke (with or 
without Acts also) and Paul only :— 


dmdos Lk peut dvakpive * fA avranddopa 
aidvidios (epvli -< 4 dvadioxw L. avramoxpivopat 
WH in Luke) dvaioa LL. dyriketpac 
aixpadariCo dvarépre *! f 15 dyriapPRdvopat * 
dva(dw 10 dvénros [L dreOns * 


5 avdbepa *L avo $ LL dmokpinTo 
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drrohoyéopat * 
Gpa * 
20 dporpidw 
dodaneta * 
drevitw * 
aroros * 
axdpioros + 
25 Buwrikds 
Bubite + 
Sexrds * 
Siayyéd\dw * 
Scatpéw 
30 Sdteppnvevo (?).* 
ddypa * 
duvdarns * + 
evypapopa 
évdotos 
35 éveanéw 
é€arroatéhdo * 
é£ovaratw 
érratvéw 
éravarravopat 
40 émedn * 
eréxo * 
émtpedeopat T 
emipaive * + 
épyagia * 
etyevns * 
epiornut 


45 
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50 


55 


60 


65 


7O 





75 


Coypéw T 
(woyovew * + 
novxdteo * 
kakoupyos t 
kardyo * 
kara€idopat * 
karevOive 
Loy ¥ 
kaTnXew 
kivduvevo * 
kparatdopat 
Kuplevo 
peOn 
6; ae 
pediornm, -ordve 
peOvoxopat 
tk 
pepis 
peradidope 
; 
hirpa 
vopodiddoKados * + 
olkovopia 
> ,o* 
énracia 
éavdtns 
éyravioy 
mayis 
, 
mavom\ta 
mavoupyia 
mavras * 
mrapakoAovbéw (?) T 
marptd * 
mepurrotéopar * + 





80 


85 


go 


95 


100 


IQI 


TAnpopopew 

mpeo Bute prov * + 
mpeoBurns 
mpoddrns * + 
mpokért@ 

mukvds (2?) * + 
ovyaw * 

oKonéw 

orovdaias 

oreipos 
ouvayTiapBdvopat 
cvver bia * 
auvevdokew * 
ovvkabifo 
ouvenreto 
ouvoxn 
ouvxaipo 
coparikés t 
oarnptoy * 
imoorpedw (?) * 
tromdto 
torépnua 
perdpyupos t 
pédpos 
hpdvynots 
xapicopar * 
xapiréa 


adpos * 


Also the form ot@cis* (for otdeis) may be noted; and ro eipynpévov * 
used of quotations (p. 33). 


Twenty-one words found in John (with or without Acts 
also) and Paul only :— 


dvatpéde (?) 
dvépxopat 
Oidaxrés 
eAevepdw 

5 "EXAny 
carnots * + 
"Iopanveirns * 


10 


katy yopia t 
paivopa * 
von T 
édouropia 
Opos 

Ordov 
bony 


15 


20 


mrapapvéopat 
mepiiornue t} 
mepiropn * 
andds 

moots 
ouvndera 
oxos * 


1 Used, however, in very different senses. 


+l 


tip 


192 Statistics and Observations — Pt. UL. c 


Words marked thus * are found in Acts also. [As to Matthew 
or Mark or John there is no significance or importance in the fact 
that the words are found in Acts also; but it is stated for the sake 
of comparison with Luke, in which case the fact does require to be 
noticed. ] 

+ Only in Pastoral Epistles. 


Note on the Relation between Luke, Acts, Paul, 
and Hebrews. 


It is also interesting to notice, as an additional link 
between Luke, Acts, and Paul, that they are very much 
more closely connected in language with the Epistle to the 
Hebrews than the other Gospels are. The following figures 
show this :— 

Four words are found only in Matthew and Hebrews (besides 
évOdunors and raipos, which are also in Acts’). 

Five words are found only in Mark and Hebrews (there. being 


none which are also in Acts). 

Sixteen words are found only in Luke and Hebrews (besides 
nine which are also in Acts). 

Four words are found only in John and Hebrews (besides éy6és, 
which is also in Acts). 

Twenty-two words are found only in Acts and Hebrews. 

Forty-six words are found only in Paul and Hebrews. 

It may be well to give the words, so far as concerns the 
Gospels and Acts :— 

In Matthew and Hebrews only :—édcjpor, thews, cuvtédeta, TpiBodos. 

In Mark and Hebrews only:—dofdddko, Bamrriopds, éexpoBos, 
eUkatpos, dAokavTwpa. 

In Luke and Hebrews :—dvop6éa t, dvorepor, dmadddoow t, dro- 
ypadpoua, aorpov t, diaBaivw t, SiariBepart, ekdetmw, evoxdew, edOeros, 
jxos t, teparela, iAdokopat, Aitpwats, péroxos, Taraido, Tavredys, mapanv- 
ovat {, mapinut, mapotkéw, moXirys 1, méppwbev, cvvavtdw ft, reAetwors, Pio. 
(The 9 words marked { are also in Acts, the remaining 16 are in 
Luke and Hebrews only.) : 

In John and Hebrews only :—+ynpdoka, éAarréa, tdxetor (?), Daowmos. 


1 On the mention of Acts see the remark in square brackets above, which 
applies here also. 
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In Acts and Hebrews only :—éyxupa, dvadéyopat, dvabewpéw, dpynyds, 
daddevtos, doteios, Bondea, civerps, Evrpopos, emiaréANa, épvpds, éodrepos, 
katrot, KaTdmavots, Katamavo, xatapevyw, Kepddatov (but in different 
senses), épOs, mapokvapds, marpidpxys, oxeddv, Umapéis (see also the 
nine words marked } above). 


It may also be noticed that there are— 


(a) nine words occurring in Luke, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, 
viz. d£iow, dpiornput, Stapapripouat, expevyw, xaréxo,' dpito, mapdkAnots, 
Tuyxdve, xplo ; 

(4) and ten words in Luke, Paul, and Heb only, viz. dueyros, 
dvrarodidept, amdketwat, adroditpwots, Katapyéw, KoiTn, NetToupyia, potyds, 
td€us, Toivuy ? ; 

(c) and it may be added that there are seventeen words found 
in Acts, Paul, and Heb only, viz. ddAdoow, dvaykaios, dvinus, dopadys, 
evpevo (in Paul and Heb from LXX), évrvyydvw, émideois® (always 
with xepav), Aecroupyéo, peraapBdve,® vuvi, mepiatpéw, mepiépxopac, 
mixpia, wou (?), mpoopopd, oxAnpiva, tmooredda, 

But such cases are much fewer when we turn to the other 
Gospels, there being none in Matthew, Acts, Paul, and Heb 
only, and two in Matthew, Paul, and Heb only, viz. perape- 
Aouat and mpérw ; one in Mark, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, 
viz. mapadexouat,*® and one in Mark, Paul, and Heb only, viz. 
dvapipyynoke ; three in John, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, viz. 
dvw, dwped, uOd¢w, and two in John, Paul, and Heb only, 


viz. éAdoowr, Aarpela.* 


1 For xareixero in Jn v. 4 is not reckoned, 

2 See also the references to mapa = beyond on p. 45. 

8 The Pauline employment of these four words is in the Pastoral Epistles 
only, 

4 If with Tisch we read tx e1ov in 1 Tim iii. 14, that word must be added 
here, and withdrawn from the above short list of words in John and 
Heb only. 


HAWKINS Oo 
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Division II 
ON THE SMALLER ADDITIONS IN ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL 


The ‘ peculiar’ portions of St. Luke’s Gospel, which are 
enumerated on p. 15, and which amount to about 499 
verses,! are those which seem to imply the use of a source 
or sources (probably written) which Matthew and Mark did 
not use. But, besides them, there are many shorter passages 
in this Gospel to which the other Synoptists have no 
parallels. The most important of these amount to about 
113 verses, viz. :—Lk iii. 1, 2; 5, 6; 15; 18; 196, 204; iv. 
1@; 190) 1483 155-W 17 65 BOs Vie TI; 12s TTA; 83, 
34, 37 4, 38.4; vii. 3a, 4, 5,6,7@; 10; 20, 21; 29, 30; viii. 
125; ix.gd; 18a; 286, 29a; 43,44a; x. 80; 25, 26; xi. 
13 36; 40, 41; 443; 45, 46@; 53,54; xii. 1@ andd; 290; 
32, 3345 35-83 413 525 54, 55(?); xiii, 22, 235; 25-75 
xiv. 253 XV. 33 Xvil. 30, 43 53; 20-2; 30; 37a; xviil. 
3Lh; 34% 4963 xix. 28s 97; xx. 1605 200; 2623 35 2, 
366, 386; 39; xxi. 12@; 18; 19; 216,22; 250; 26a; 
34-6; 37,38; xxii. 3@; 153 196,20; 40; 43,443 454; 
485; 49; 61a; 65; 66a; 67, 68; xxiii. 2; 4-6; 14-16; 
226,233 34a; 45a; 48; 51a; 535; 560; xxiv. 4a; 55; 
9,8a; 11; 12; 368; 40; 510; 524. 

If these 113 verses are added to the 499, the number is 
612, being more than half ti the 1 j149 verses i in the Gospel? 

An attempt, which can only be tentative and to a large 
extent speculative,® will now be made to classify these 
smaller additions, and to suggest a possible or probable 
account of them. 





1 Including, of course, the 132 verses of chapters i and ii. 

2 In Westcott, Introd. to Study of Gospels, p. 195 (8th eth 1895), the 
peculiar matter in Luke is estimated at. 59 per cent.. Tae : 

8 It is on this account that it has been placed so late in the book. A 
similar examination of the minor additions, in Matthew failed to supply 
materials for such classification. 
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Luke may have retained, while Matthew omits, the occasions of 
sayings which they drew from a common source :—Lk xi. 1; 45, 
46a; xii. 41; xiii, 22, 23; xiv. 255 xv. 31; xvii.53 20-2; 374; 
perhaps also x. 25, 26. (Compare xi. 37, 38, in the list on p. 15: 
and see p. 161.) 

(3) 

Luke may have retained the original narrative in its fullness, 
while Matthew, after his manner, shortened it:—Lk vi. 14 a (?); 
vil. 3a, 4, 5, 6, 7@3; 10; 20, 21. (See p. 188.) 


(¢) 
The following may be later insertions from other sources ; they 
are placed by WH in single or double brackets :—Lk v. 39; xxii. 
19 0, 20; 43, 443 XXIll. 34a; xxiv. 123 360; 40; 510; 524. 


(2) 

The following may be either independent traditions, or variants 
of traditions preserved also elsewhere :—Lk vii. 29, 30 (cf. Mt xxi. 
32); xi. 4o, 41 (cf. Mt xxiii. 25, 26); 44 (cf. Mt xxiii. 27, 28); 
xii. 1 6 (cf. Mt xvi. 6; Mk viii. 15); 35-8 (cf. Mt xxv. 6 and 
Mk xiii. 34-6) ; 52 (cf. Mt x. 36); [perhaps 54, 55, if Mt xvi. 
2, 3 is accepted as genuine ;] xiii. 25-7 (cf. Mt vii. 22, 233 xxv. 
11, 12); xvii. 3 4, 4 (cf. Mt xviii, 21, 22); xxi. 19 (cf. Mt xxiv. 13 ; 
Mk xiii. 13 4). 

(¢) 

Among the additions which may be editorial, some bring out the 
prayerfulness which is assumed to be the constant habit of Jesus :— 
Lk vi. r2 4; ix. 18 @; 28 4,29 a, See alsoiii. 21; v.16; Xi. 1. 


YY) 

Others emphasize the right use of wealth, the duty of liberality, 
&c. :—Lk vi. 33, 34, 37 4, 38a; xii. 32, 33.4; and the mention of 
leaving ad/in v. 11 and 28. (Compare, among the longer passages 
named on p. 15, Lk vi. 24-6; xii. 13-21 5 xiv. I-14; 28-33; 
XVi. I-12, 14, 15, 19-31 3 and perhaps viii. 1-3.) 


1 Perhaps also verses 1, 2: but cf, Mt ix. 10, 11; Mk ii, 15, 16; Lk v. 


29, 30. 
02 
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(g) 


Other such additions may be described as merely heightening the 
effect of the narrative. The words of them are given here, so that 
they may be examined together :— 


Lk iii. 18 moAAG pev ody kal erepa mapakahay ednyyediCero Tov Nady *. 
» li. 19 6 kal wept mavrwv Sv éroincey movnpav 6 “Hpgdns. 
y lil, 20 @ mpooéOnxev Kal rodro emi maou. 
y iv. 15 Kal abros edidackey ev tais cvvaywyais atray, So£adpevos td 
mavtov +. 
» Vv. 178 kai Suvapes Kuplov fy eis 16 tao Oat abrdv. 
yy Vi. 11 & adrol dé émAnoOnoay avoias. 
» 1X. 43.@ é€emdnooorto S€ mavres emt TH peyadetdtyte Tov Oeod t. 
» ix. 43.5 mavrov dé Oavpatdvreay émt raow ois emote t. 
yy) Xi. 53, 54+. ApEavro of ypappareis Kal of Bapicaion Sewas évexeww 
kai drooroparifey avroy rept mretdvear, evedpevovtes avtov 
Onpedoal rt ék Tov aTdpatos adrod. 
» Xi. Ia émovvaxdecdv trav pupidder tod byAov, dore Katarareiv 
dAAndovs. 
3) XVili. 43 8 Kal was 6 ads ay COaxev aivoy TG ew t. 
yy XIX. 37 ApEavro Gray 7d wANOos TeV pabnrdv xaiportes aivety Tov Gedy 
para peyddn wept racav dy eidov Suvdpeav *. 
y) XXil. 61 @ kal orpadels 6 Kiptos eveBre ev TH Teérpo. 
3) Xxil. 65 Kal €repa moddd BAaodypowvtes Edeyor eis adrdv *, 
yy xxili, 48 cal mdvres of cvvmapayevdpevor dyAor eri THY Oewpiay Tav- 
THY, ... TUMTOVTEs TA OTNON iméoTpEpor. 
yy XXIV. 4. @ kal eyévero ev To drropeia Oat adras rept rovrov. 
yy XXiv. 5 5 kal kAtvovgay Ta mpdoena eis THY yHY. 


Compare with one another the passages marked * and tf re- 
spectively, and observe the use of was or das 10 times in these 
17 short passages; also in v. 17a. 

Perhaps some other additions, which have been left for class (2), 
might also have been placed here, e.g. Lkiii. 15 ; xx. 20 5; 26a; 
Xxill. 53 0. 

(%) 

The following seem to be Pauline expressions, introduced by 
Luke because so familiar to himself :'—Lk viii. 12 4 (iva ph mored- 

1 The only similarities named here are some of those in which the Epistles 
seem to have suggested the language of the Gospel: in numerous other 
cases the reverse of this appears to me more probable ; e. g. in 1 Cor vii. 34 f. 
there is almost certainly a reminiscence of Lk x. 39-41; and in Rom xii. 14, 


1 Cor iv. r20f Lk vi. 28 (edAoyei7e not being genuine in Mt v.44). The use of 
ddereiy in 1 Thes iv. 8 and Lk x. 16 may have originated in either. 
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cartes cabdow) ; x. 8d compared with 1 Cor x. 27 may 1O mapati- 
Bépevov ipiv eoOiere, where the words are almost identical, though 
the object of the precept is different ; xx. 164 (uj yévorro being used 
only here, and Paul 14); xxi. 34-6 compared with 1 Thes v. 3, 
4 (aibvidios ... émiorarat kth.) ; xxii. 53.4 4 eLovoia rod oxdrous as in 
Coli. 13. And xxi. 18 recalls St. Paul’s spoken words as recorded 
in Acts xxvii. 34. 

(Thus also, in one of the longer passages peculiar to Luke, ch. 
XVili. I mdvrore mpooevyecOa reminds us of 1 Thes v. 16, 17 mdvrore 
Xalpere, ddtadeintws mporedxerde.) 

(?) 

Other additions, of various kinds, which may be regarded as 
probably editorial :—Lk iii. 1, 2 (historical introduction fixing the 
date) ; 5, 6 (lengthening a quotation); 15; iv.1a@*; 136; 14a*; 
Vv. 32 (cls perdvoav) ; ix. gO+; 44 a; xi. 361; xii. 290; xvii. 30; 
xviii. 31 5; 34 (almost repeating ix. 45 which is parallel to Mk ix. 
32); xix. 28; xx.2046; 264; 35 a1, 3661, 3841339; xxi.12 4; 
216; 22}; 25 6, 264; 37,38; xxii. 3 a(cf. Jn xiii. 27); 15 4; 
40; 45 6 dwd ris dumns §); 484; 49; 660; 67,68; xxiii. 2; 
4-6; 14-164; 2245, 233; 45 @ (rod HAlou ekAelmovtos); 51a; 534 
(cf. Jn xix. 41); 563 xxiv. 7, 8a@5 11. 


* Compare these two with one another. 

+ These two are connected with, and partly caused by, the 
account of Jesus being sent to Herod in xxiii. 7-12. 

{ These and perhaps other sayings included here may be derived 
from a special source, written or oral. 

§ An instance of Luke ‘sparing the Twelve’: see p. 121, note. 
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APPENDIX A TO PART III 


(see p. 135) 
THE SYNOPTISTS AND THE SEPTUAGINT 


Tue degree of familiarity of the Synoptists respectively with the 
LXX may to some extent be inferred from the proportions of the 
words peculiar to each of them which the LXX contains and does 
not contain.!. Therefore lists of the words confined to each Gospel 
and to Acts have been drawn up on the following pages, the 
mark * being placed against those which are not found in the LXX 
(including of course the apocryphal as well as the canonical books).? 

Judged by this test, Mark is considerably the least familiar with 
the LXX; for out of the 71 words peculiar to him, as many as 31, 
being about five-twelfths, or not very much less than one-half, are 
marked *. 

Matthew occupies an intermediate place; for in this case there 
are 112 peculiar words, out of which 36, or slightly less than one- 
third, are marked *. 

_ Luke shows most familiarity with the LXX, for in his Gospel 
there are 261 peculiar words, of which only 73, being about two- 
sevenths, or rather more than one-fourth, are marked *. 

And if we take with the words peculiar to the third Gospel those 
which occur in it and in Acts, but nowhere else, the whole number 
amounts to 319, out of which 80, or almost exactly one-fourth, 
are marked *. 

It is true that among the 413 words peculiar to Acts a larger 


1 This is by no means the only test. I have ascertained, though the proofs 
cannot be given here, that the characteristically Lucan expressions (pp. 16 ff.) 
are in very much more frequent use in LXX than the Matthaean, and these 
again in considerably more frequent use than the Marcan. See, for instances, 
the notes on “IepovoaAnp (p. 18), eiué with dative (pp. 38 f.), and odpavds, 
odpavoi (pp. 52f.). In Plummer’s Commentary will be found numerous notices 
of Luke’s ‘Hebraisms’ (see the Index, s. v. Hebraisms); and if these are 
carefully examined it will be found that in very nearly, if not quite, every 
case they agree with the LXX, and therefore do not imply any knowledge 
of Hebrew or Aramaic. 

2 The other Greek versions of the O, T. are not taken into account. 
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proportion is absent from the LXX, for 154, being more than 
one-third of them, are marked *. But the list of the words will 
show that this excess is completely accounted for by the difference 
of subject-matter, which in Acts calls for the use of many nautical 
and other terms for which there was no occasion in narratives of 
which the scene was almost exclusively Palestinian. 

Words marked t are non-Classical: see p. 207. 

The figures 2, 3, &c., in the following lists mean that the word 
occurs so many times in the Gospel to which it is peculiar: the 
absence of any figure implies that the word occurs only once. 

Proper names, numerals, and Hebrew or Aramaic words are 
omitted. 


Words peculiar to Matthew. 


ayyetov Six dfw * 65 KkatamovTiCopa 2 
a&yyos éyepors Kijros 

ayk.oT pov 35 éyxpunrw . kopBavas * + 
dO@os (2 2) cidéa KovoTwdia * + 3 


5, aipoppoéw 


15 Bapiripos * (2) 





elpnvorowds * 


émoreipw * 





Kpupatos 2 


aiperica éxAapmw 70 KUpuvoy 
dxpny * épropia raver * 
dxpiBdw * 2 40 éumimpyyt (? Acts) parakia 3 
appiBdAnorpov évOvpéopar 2 petalpw 2 
10 dvaBiBdtw eEopriCw Berorecia 4 
avaitios 2 efwrepos T 3 75 plrcov * 
dyndov * émvyapBpedo + proOdopat 2 
drayxopat 45 emadicw vépmiopa 
arrovintw émopkew vooatov 


oixereia * 


Basanorns * épevyopar 80 oisands * + 2 
Barradroyew * | epifa édAvyomatia * + 
Biaoras * + 50 épiguoy (? Lk) évap * 6 
Bpoxn TF 2 éraipos 3 ovdapas 

20 Saipwy evdia (2?) maydevw + 
ddvoy (Sdyerov Tisch) ebvoew 85 mapadaddoaos 
Seiva * evvouxicw * + 2 Trapopord (a (2) * + 
déopn 55 ebpvxwpos napowis * 2 (2 1) 
dianabapiCa * + CCavoy * + 8 TmAaTUS 

25 diaxwrdo Oavpdoros tohvdoyia 
SiadAdooopar Oeprorns 2 90 mpoBiBacw 
diacapew 2 Oupdopat mpopbavw 
bidpaxpov 2 60 iéra * truppace * + 2 (22) 
diéfodos “aoa parifo 2 

30 dierns KadnynTns * 2 oaynvn 
doTdlw * 2 karabepatica * + 95 geAnnd copa: * + 2 
diwAtCw + raTapavOdva oirtotés * 
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orarnp * TeAEUTH pureia 
cuvalpe 3 Tpameeirns * LIO xAapds 2 
ouvavédvopa 105 TUpopat * Wevdopuaprupia * 2 
100 ouvrdoow 3 ppatw Wyopat 
“-rédayrov 14 pvyn 


rag 


pudakrnptov * 


Total 112, of which 36 are marked * as not in LXX, and 18 are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 

Besides proper names and numerals and the Aramaic word 
paxa, the words rpimmpa and nui{w are omitted as not being in 
WH’s text, though the evidence for them seems strong. 

Of the above 112 words, 81 are used only once; 21 are used 
twice ; 6 are used three times ; and 4 are used four times or oftener, 
and are therefore treated among the ‘characteristic words and 


phrases’, pp. 4-8. 


Of the words peculiar to Matthew five-sevenths, and of the words 
peculiar to Mark and to Luke six-sevenths, are used only once. 


d-ypevw 

ddados 3 
dAexrpopavia * + 
ddAaxod * 

5 dupiBadrro 
dupodov 
dvakudiw * 
avados * 
dvanndaw 

Io dvactevacw 
anddnpos * 
dnoareya lu * 
api * 2 
apes 

15 SvoKodos ! 
elrev * 2 
éxBapBéopar + 4 
éxOavpacw 
éxtrepioods * + 

20 évayKadiCopa + 2 
éverkéw 
évyvya * + 
éfdmva + 


émpanra * + 





Words peculiar to Mark. 


25 émovvtpéxw * + 
éaxdtos * 
OapBéopa 3 
Ouyarptov * 2 
ratraBapive 

30 KaTabiwKw 
karakémre 
Karevaoyew fF 
KaToikno.s 
KevTupiov * + 3 

35 Kepadidw 
kvAlopat 
nopoTodus * 
pnkivopa 
poyiAddos 

40 pupiva * 
vouvexas * 
féarns * 
odd * 
mardidbev 

45 tapdpo.os * 
TepiTpexw 
mpacid 2 
mpoavdtoy * 





5° 


55 


60 


65 


Tpopeptpwvaw * + 
tmpooaBBaroy + 
mpookepaAaioy 
mpoocoppifopa * 
TpooTropevopat 
myth 

onwant 

opupviCw * + 
omexovddrap * + 
otaciacrns * + 
oriBas * 

aTiABw 
oupmdaiov 2 
avvOriBw 2 
ovvAvTéopat 
ovoonpov 
Travis (or 5nd.) * 
tpicw * 

Tpupada + 
brepnpavia 
bmeprepicods * + 
brodjvov + * 
XaAKtov 


1 But all three Synoptists have dvexdAws. 
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Total 71, of which 31 are marked * as not in LXX, and 19 are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 

Of the above 71 words, 60 are only used once; 7 are used twice; 
and 4 are used three times or oftener, and are therefore treated 
among the ‘characteristic words and phrases’, pp. 12, 13. 

Besides numerals, proper names, and 5 Aramaic words (p. 130), 
Oavdowos * is excluded from this list as being only found in the 
Appendix (xvi. 18), and efovderéo + as being only another form of 
eLovdevew, 

Perhaps e¢q should be added, as me{oi may be the right reading 
in Mt xiv. 13. Kur is omitted, because it occurs also in Perze. 
de Adult., Jn viii. 6, 8 (?). 


Words peculiar to Luke (Gospel only). 








dyxadn 30 dm0bAiBu yeadw 2 
dypa * 2 drronAcin *Yilpas 
aypavréw * dropacoopa * 60 daxrvAros 
aywvia (22) dropia Sanorns 

5 dO poifw dmooroparica * dandyn 
aig@avopat 35 anopixw diaBarAdw 
aly padwros apny diaryoyyotw + 2 
dddoyerns + &potpov 65 diaypyyopéew * + 
dpmedoupyés dpxeredwvns * + Sraxadaipw * 

To dpgidw dorpanre 2 diadadéw * 2 
avaBreyrs + 40 dowrws * (adj, in Biadelrw 
avabegis LXX) Siapepropos 
avaOnpa (2) drenvos 2 70 davedw 
avabia drep 2 davénua 

15 avadnpyis * abornpds 2 dtavu‘repevdo 
dvameipos * + 2 avrénrns * diampayparedopa: * 
dvaTaocopa * 45 dpavros * diacelw 
dvapwy éw dppos * 45, Sarapdccopa * 
avéxhetros * dgunvdw * + diapuddoow 

20 dvevdertos * Badivw BiaxwplCopat 
dvOoporoyeopat Badadytiov 4 binynas 
dvTiBadro 50 Baros (measure) + Sox7 2 
dvrixarew * Banréov * + 80 Spaxpn 3 
avTimapépxopar ‘tT 2 Bedéovn * bvaBdorakros + 

25 dvrimepa * Boran (? Mt) 
drattéw Bouvéds 2 éa 
draptiopés * 55 Bpwo.pos edagpiCw 
ameAriCos Buaaos 20iCw 
dmodexaretw + * + yaploropa * 85 éxoptCopa * 


1 But the other form dmoSexaréw occurs Matthew 1, Luke 1, Hebrews 1, 
and is read by R here. 


202 


go 


95 


Too 


105 


I10 


115 


120 


125 


130 


éikpépouat (or -apar) 
expurrnpiw + 2 
exTEAEO 2 
exxwpéw 
éAndopan * 
éuBddrAw 
évdéxopan 
evecps 
évedbeTos 
évevos 

évvevor 
éfartéopar * 
eLactpanra + 
érradpoiCopa * 
émrarréw 2 
énavépxopat 2 
émedQmEp 
émeraepxopat 
émxpiva 
émAcixw * + 
émpedas 
émemopedopat 
émoawtio pds 
émorarns 7 
émaxvo 
émxew 

ebye (2) 
evepyétns 
evpopéw * 
epnpepia t 2 
Gedyos 2 
ryepoveda * 2 (2) 
Hyepovia 
hudarns 
Oewpla 

Onpeda 
OopuBatw * + 
Opava : 
OpdpBos * (22) 
Oupudw 

iBpds (2?) 
teparedw 
ixpés 
idy-yedos * + 
tows 
kabomAiCopat 
kardBaos 
KaTabew 





140 


145 


150 


155 


160 


165 


170 


175 


180 


katakdivw 5 
caranpnpviCa 
Karadibalw * + 
kataveva * 
KaTamhéw * 
KaTactpw 
KaTacpata 
kara 
Képapos 
Kepatiov * 
KAuwidiov * 2 
kduola 
kompia 
«émptov 
xdpag 
népos 
Kpaimady * 
WH) 
xpurrn * + 
Aapmpars * 
Aateurds + 
Aevos 
Ajjpos 
AvoiTed €w 


(“pen 


pevouy 

pepraths * + 
perewpiCopar 
pic6.os 3 

pa 7 

pudutds * + 
voootd 

vooods 

bdevu 

oikovopew 
opBpos 

évedos 

érrés 

dpetvds 2 (Spivds WH) 
pO pico + 
bpOpivés 

ovaia 2 

oeppus 
mravdoxetov * 
mravboxevs * 
mayTAn dei * 
Trapadogos 
mrapaxadéfopat * + 
mapakadvmropat 
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Igo 


195 


200 


210 


215 


220 


225 


Pt. 


mrapdA.os 
maparnpyots * 
mapepBadrAw (7) 
TrapOevia 
mrebivds 
mevixpds 
mepidanre 

are pixpimro * + 
mrepikuKAda 
teptowkéco * 
mepioukos 
TrEptoTmaopat 
myyavov * 
meas 
mvanis.oy * 
TAH BpUpa t 
mpayparevopat 
TpaKTwp 2 
mpeoBeia 2 
mpopederdw * 
mpocavaBaiva 
mpoodamavae * + 
mpooepyaCopar * 
TpooTroréopat 
mpoopryyvups * + 2 
mpoopatw * 
Tpopépw 2 
Wrogopat 2 
mrvoow * 
baypa 

oddos 

cinepa + 
oumace * + 
oureuTés 3 
ovropeérpiov * + 
oKaTTH 3 
oKipTaw 3 
oKddov 

copés 
onapyavéw 2 
orvyph 
otparémedov 
avyyevis* + 
avytupia * 
ourdpuvos 
ovxopopéa * fF 
ovukopayréw 2 
ovddoyiCopat 


III 
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ouppuvia 

230 odverpe (eur) * 
ouvKahtaro 
ouveataribepae 
ouvKinte 
ovvodia 

235 ovvmapayivopat 
ouvnintw 
ouvTvyxave 
ovvpdopat 
Tedeg pope 

240 Terpaapxéw * fF 


Total 261, of which 73 are marked * 





TETpaTA<dos * 
Tpadya 
Tpuywy 
bypés 

245 bdpwmsds * 
trepexxivvopat 
tmoxpivopot 
broctpwvytw 
broxwpéw 2 

250 pdpayé 
garyn 4 


pdrovetia, 


marked + as being non-Classical. 

Of these 261 words, 221 are only used once; 30 are used twice ; 
5 are used three times; 5 are used four times or oftener, and are 
therefore treated among the ‘characteristic words and phrases’, 


pp. 16-23. 





255 


260 


poBnOpov 

ppovipws * (adj. in 
LXX) 

xdpag 

xdopa 

xopds 

xpd (eixpnyt) 

Xpeopererns + 2 

pioxoo® 


@dyv 


as not in LXX, and 38 are 


There is also much evidence for dvanriaow, Sevrepdmpwros * +, and 
poys, but they are not in WH’s text. BAdmrw is omitted, being also 
in App. to Mark (xvi. 18). 


Words found both in Luke and Acts, but peculiar to them. 


airtov * 341 
dvadeixvupe 
dva(nréw 21 
dvarabicw * 
dvaonaw 


or 


dvapaivopat 
dvevpicxw 
avrettrov 
aroypaph 

Io dwodéxopat 2+ 5 
dmoriwdéocw 
SiaTropéw* 1 + 3 
diarnpéc 
borne 241 

15 duoxupiCopa * 
Biodevar 
BovAn 2+1 
édcuwy + (2) 241 
évaytt t+ 

20 évayTiov 3+2 





évebpevw 
énoxdw (7? Lk) 
éffjs 243 
émetdov 

25 émBiBatw 2+1 
empwvew 1 +3 
émxeipéw I +2 
éonépa 1 +2 
ebAaBjs 1+3 

30 edTéves 
OdBos 2+1 
tagis I+ 2 
Kabegns* 243 
Kabinus I+ 3 

35 «addr: 244 
KaTaxdelo 
KaTakohovdew 
Kxataninta 1+ 2 
wAdots * 

40 Kpariotos 143 





45 


55 


Aorpds 
ddvvdopat 3+1 
épiréw 242 
mrapapidaCopat 
TeplAapre 
mpoBadrw 
mponopevopat 
mpoaboxia 
mpoimapyw 
orparnyés 2+8 
orpatid, (?) 
ovyyevera 142 
ouvapratw 1+3 
ovvBddAa 2+4 
avverpe (eit) (2) 
cuvTAnpda 2+1 
Tpavparicw 
Tpaxvs 


Total 58, of which 7 are marked * as not in LXX, and two are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 
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Where no numbers are given, there is but one occurrence of the 
word in Luke and one in Acts, which is the case in 30 instances 
out of the 58. 

There is also considerable evidence for dvarpépo in Luke iv. 16, 
though it is not adopted by WH. “Opé@pos is omitted, because 
occurring also in Perc. de Adult., Jn viii. 2. 


Words peculiar to Acts. 


d-yaboupy ew * + dmedeypds * + Serodaipwy * 
aynopes 40 dmepitpntos 5eftoAaBos* + 
dyvworos dmoxatdoracts * Seo popvaAag * + 
d-yopaios * dvonintw 80 Secpwrns 
5 dypdupatos* © dmoThéw * evr epaios * 

aitiwpa * + dnopinrw Snunyopéew 
deardxprtos * + 45 dmopbeyyopat S7jpos 
dx piBea dnopoptiCopat * Snpdoros 
dupiBhs dpyupoxémos 85 SaywwwoKw 

10 dxpoarnpioy * dprépoy * + didyvewors 
dxwhitos * dpxtepatinds * + Sradéxopat 
arloynpa* + 50 adonpos diadoxos 
dAASPUAOS dowria * Biaxarereyxopar * + 
dpdptupos * datros * go Saxotw 

15 dpvvopar donéw SiddexTos 
dvaBabpos dopévers Siadvopat 
dvaBaddopat 55 dooov * Siapayopat 
dvaBorh dovppwvos Stavepopar 
dvadibope avy 95 dtavdw 

20 dvaipects avrdéxep * Siamréw * 
dvaxptois apeddrns * + dtamovéopat 
dvayTipyros * 60 dgugis diampio 
dvavtipyntws * dove diacnelpw 
dvareiOw axAvs * 100 didornpa 

25 dvackevacw * Bats dared ew 
dvatpépa (2) Bia Riapedyo 
dvayrges 65 Biatos diapbopd 
averaw + Biwors Siaxerpi Copa * 
dvevderos * + Borigw * + 105 d:axAevd(w * 

30 dyOdmaros * BpabutrA0€u * + drevOvuéopau * + 
dvotxodopéw Bpixw Siepwrdw * 
dvtuxpus * 70 Bupaeds * + beria * + 
dytininre Bupds d:0dAaccos * 
dvropOadrpéew * yaa 110 dueaorys 

35 dvwrepucds * yepovcia diomerns * 
dnaondé Copa yaedros SidpOwpa * 
dretpe (eft) 75 ywworns + ducevrépioy * 
dnedabves Serordarpovia * SwSexapvuaoy * + 
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115 éyxAnpa * 
édagos 
eigadeopat * 
clomid 
elatpexw 
éxBorn 
éxdinyéopar 
éxdoros 


120 


éxeioe 
éxOapBos 
éxOeros * 
excodvpBaw * 
éxdaréw 

exe pum 


125 


éxmnddw 
én ew * 
éxmAnpow 
éxmAnpwots 
éxow cw (2) * 
éxtapicow 
135 exrévera 
énTidepat 
exbdxw 
éAevars * 
eupiBacw 
éppatvopat * + 
evdens 


140 


145 


eLorcO pevopar + 
éLopxorns * 
efox7 

éfumvos 

efwbew 
émaxpodopat * 


150 


155 
éndvarynes * 
émapxela 
émavius 
éreyelpw 

160 émerpe 

éméxeva. 

émBovdn 
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165 


170 


180 


190 


195 


200 


205 





210 


émvyivopar 
émdnuew * 
émxéAdw * 
émxoupia 
bch 

ET pEAELA 
emvevw 


éaOnots 
evepyeTew 
evOvipopéew * 
evOupos 
evOdps * 
edmopéopat 
edrropia 
evpaxvawy * + 
ebppootvn 
epaddopar 
Cevernpia * + 
Cerna 

Odpoos 

Gea 

Oeopaxos * + 
Bépyn 
Ovpopay ew * 
tepdovd os 
immeds 

Kadanrw * 
KaOnpepivds 
#abddou 
KaKwoLs 
Kapdioyvworns * + 
Kaprropépos 
Karayyedeus * tf 
Karadinn 
KaTakAnpovopew + 
KaTadouTos 
karavicoopa t+ 
KarapOpéew 
natageio 
KaTacopiCopar 
KaTaoréhAw 





215 


220 


225 


230 


235 


240 


245 


250 


255 


KaTdaoxeats + 
KaTaTpéexw 
KaTapépw 
KatappovnTns + 
xareidwros * + 
nateplornue * + 
Katotia 
«Awdaptov * 
KorTay 
rodvpBde * 
Kodwvia * + 
KomeTos 
coupita 
KTHTWp * 
AakriCa * 
Aaumporns 
Adonw * 

Aents 
AcBeprivos * 
Aupqy 

Aap 

Adyeos * 
Aupaivopa 
AuTpwrys + 
paryedo * 
payla* 

pab7r pra * 
par podvdpus * + 
pavia 
payrevopat 
paoriva 
peyadetos 
HeonpBpia 
peoToopat 
peraBadAopar 
peTaxadéopat 
peratépropat 
perouriCw 
perpiws * 
prdapas 
pic@wpa. 
poaxorroréw * + 
vavdnpos * 
vavs 

veavias 
vewsdpos * 
ynaioy * 
d5ormopéw * 
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606vn * mpoxnptaaw * 355 ouvOpvrre * + 

260 olxnua mpoopaw ouvearaBaive 
oltod6 pos mpocarreA€opat ovvearadypiCopar* + 
énvéw 310 mpoadéopat ouvivéw * 
6AoKAnpia + mpocedw * + ovveopiCa 
épdrexvos * mpooKAnpdopan * + 360 ouvodetw + 

265 émrdvopa + mpookAlvopat ovvoptaAéw * 
épyua * TpooAahew ovvopopéew * + 
bpobecia * + 315 mpdotevos * + ouy ma perp 
ovpavddev mpoomnyvups * ovvrepthapBavw 
éxA€opau Tpooparws 365 ovvTiva 

270 dxAomoréw * + mpoowmoAnpmrns * + ouvrépws 
wa0nr ds * mporeiva obvTpopos 
mravouel 320 mporpérropat owyxew, -xivvw 
mavraxy mpox erpiCopar ouvepocia * 
navrn mpoxetporovew * 370 svorpopy 

275 mapaBaddw mp@pa * opayvov 
mrapadewpéopar * Tpwroorarns apodpas 
mapatyéa 325 mpwrws * opudpév * + 
Traparéyopar * muOwy * oXoOAn 
Trapavopea Trupa 375 TakTés 

280 mapamAew * paBdobxos * Ta payos 
Trapaon pos padsovpynpa * TaxXLoTa 
mapareivas 330 padiovpyia * TEKUTpLOV 
mapatuyxave * pyrwp * TegoapakovTaeThs * 
Tapaxetpacia * povvupor 380 Terpddiov * + 

285 mapevoxréw cavis Tipepéw 
mapoixopa * oeBaords * Toixos 
mapotpive * 335 otKapios * + Tpretia* 
TaTp@os orpuctvOcov * + Tpiareyos * 
meCevo * ouriov 385 Tpotopopéw + 

290 Tetpdopat onagn gTupwrinds * + 
mrepautépw (2) * oKeun trepetdov 
Tepiagtpanra + 340 oxnvorrotds * + bmep@ov 
Trepixpatns + oxAnpotpaxnaros t imnperéw 
TE pipbevw okwAnndBpwtos * 390 broBdddAw 

295 mepit * aomeppordyos * brocwvvupe 
mEpLoXT oréppa * trovoew 
TEpLpHyyv up 345 oTepedw trom éw * + 
TrepiTpéeTT@ avyxvets tronvéw * 
mipmpy ye oupynpivas 395 dmorpéxw * 

300 TAdos avvabpoice gavracia 
mints * auvadtifopa * pacis 
1mvon 350 ouvaddAdoow * prdravOpwtus 
modurapxns * + ovvdpoynn prrdaopos 
moppupdmondss * + ovvemtribepat 400 pidroppdvas 

305 mpnvns ovyéropat gpudcow 
mpokarayyéhrw * + owvepiornpe ppbyavor 
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puaanico + Xetparywryds * xX pws 
poragt xAeud Ca x@pos * + 

405 XepaCopar xépracpa dy éopar * 
Xetparywryéw 410 xpovorpiBew * 


Total 413, of which 154 are marked * as not in LXX and 66 are 
marked + as non-Classical. 

If ’Aoudpyns *, “EAAquoris * +, TaBépyn * +, bépov * + were placed in 
this list instead of being excluded as proper names, and if xarjyopos 
were included notwithstanding the occurrence of xarjywp in Rev 
xii. 10, the number would be raised from 413 to 418. 


There is also good authority for dvayvepifopa:, though it is not in 
WH'’s text. 


The use of Classical and non-Classical words by the Synoptists. 

After drawing up the above lists with reference to the LXX, 
I thought that it might be convenient to show on the same pages 
the relative proportions of Classical and non-Classical words among 
the words peculiar to each Synoptist. So, with Prof. Geden’s kind 
permission, I have transferred to those pages the mark t+, which in 
Moulton and Geden’s Concordance denotes words ‘not in Classical 
Greek use’, which phrase is explained in their preface (p. x) as 
meaning that ‘the word in question does not occur in Greek writers 
earlier than the Christian era’. 

Such words are found to occur in the following proportions 
among the words peculiar to the Synoptists respectively :— 

In Mark, they are 19 out of 71 words peculiar to him, i.e. very 
-slightly more than one-fourth. 

In Matthew, they are 18 out of 112 words peculiar to him, i.e. 
-rather more than one-seventh. 

In Luke, they are 38 out of 261 words peculiar to his Gospel, 
i.e. almost exactly one-seventh, 

And if we add to the words peculiar to Luke’s Gospel those 
which are also found there and in Acts, the non-Classical words 
amount to 40 out of 319, i.e. almost exactly one-eighth. 

In Acts, they are 66 out of 413, or rather less than one-sixth. 

_ It thus appears that the non-Classical words (like the non- 
Septuagintal words) occur with considerably more frequency in 
the special vocabulary of St. Mark than in those of the other 
Synoptists. 
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APPENDIX B TO PART III 


(see p. 143) 


THE ALTERATIONS AND SMALL ADDITIONS IN WHICH 
MATTHEW AND LUKE AGREE AGAINST MARK 


Amone the 183 sections into which Tischendorf divides his 
Synopsis Evangelica, there are 68! which afford opportunities for 
comparing parallel portions of all three Synoptic Gospels. 

But of these 68 there are 10 (viz. §§ 14, 15, 17, 47,” 50, 56, 75, 
111, 134, 139) in which a considerable amount of matter, chiefly 
consisting of discourse, is found in Matthew and Luke, while it is 
absent from Mark. It seems reasonable, therefore, to suppose that 
in these sections, or in most of them (for perhaps §§ 14 and 15 and 
possibly § 17 must be otherwise accounted for *), the editors of 
Matthew and Luke turned to the Matthaean Logia, or some other 
such document (Q), in search of additional matter which should 
contain more of the teaching of Jesus than was supplied by Mark.‘ 

There remain 58 of Tischendorf’s sections which can be almost 
entirely accounted for by a free use of the Marcan source, with 
occasionally some short insertions made by Matthew and Luke 
independently of one another. These sections may be thus sub- 
divided into three classes :-— 


1 There would have been 6g, if, in § 132, Lk x. 25-7 had been printed 
opposite to Mk xii. 28-34; Mt xxii. 34-40, as it is in Synopiticon, p. 88. 

2 With § 47, cf. § 91: Tischendorf’s arrangement is here less clear and 
satisfactory than usual. See Synopticon, pp. 17, 18. 

3 It may be that these sections, or at any rate §§ 14, 15, were abbre- 
viated by a subsequent editor of Mark (see p. 152) because they were prior 
to the public ministry of Jesus, with which this Gospel is mainly con- 
cerned. 

4 There may probably have been a similar reference to Q when §§ 49, 
128, 138 were being drawn up, though we happen to have in them no im- 
portant cases of agreement between Matthew and Luke. For Mt xxi. 
44 is probably not genuine. 
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a. There are 7 sections (viz. §§ 25, 29, 33, 142, 147, 148, 159) 
in which there is no instance of Matthew and Luke agreeing 
against Mark. 


6. There are 30 other sections (viz. §§ 16, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 
48, 51, 52, 73, 109, 114, 116, 118, 128, 130, 131, 133, 138, 143, 
144, 145, 146, 153, 157, 161, 162, 163, 164, 166) in which slight 
verbal agreements of Matthew and Luke against Mark are not 
infrequent. I have noted about 100! of them (including some 
which extend only to portions of words, such as Mt xx. 30 Tapdyer, 
Lk xviii. 347 mapépxerat ; and Mt xxvi. 20 dvékerro, Lk xx. 14 dvérecev). 
But they can all be explained, with more or less probability, by one 
of three causes. Either (a) they consist of words so ordinary and 
colourless and so nearly synonymous with Mark’s that the use of 
them may be merely accidental (e. g. Mt xxii. 27; Lk xx. 32 dorepov? 
against Mk xii. 22 goxarov; Mt xxii. 45; Lk xx. 44 xadei against 
Mk xii. 37 déye); or (8) they are such obvious amplifications or 
explanations as it would be natural for any writers to introduce 
(e.g. the additions of @atpacay in Mt viii. 27; Lk viii. 25; of 
cis rOy oikov adrod in Mt ix. 7; Lk v.26; of cal eodiew in Mt xii. 1, 
and kal foOtov in Lk vi. 1; of pévosin Mt xii. 4 and pévous in Lk vi. 4; 
of iddvres in Mt xxi. 38 ; Lk xx. 14); or (y) they are changes to a 
more smooth and usual Hellenistic vocabulary and style from the 
comparative harshness and ‘unusualness’ of Mark. This last is 
probably the account to be given of the great majority of these 
agreements, as may be seen by an examination of pages 131 ff. of 
this book. It need only be pointed out here that the most numer- 
ous, though of course the most unimportant, of such identities are 
caused by the strong preference of Mark for the historic present 
(p. 143), and for xai rather than 68¢ (p. 150), and that not a few 
result from his sparing use of conjunctions, &c. (p. 137). 


ce. There remain 21 sections (viz. §§ 37, 49, 53, 58, 89, 70 71, 
72, 115, 122, 124, 126, 154, 155, 156, 165, 167, 169, 171, 172, 
173). In these I have noted about 1181 agreements of Matthew 
and Luke against Mark which are of the same kinds as those 
referred to in the preceding paragraph (4), and for which the 
three explanations there suggested (a, 8, y) would be adequate, 
at any rate if there were no other such agreements to be con- 


1 Only approximate numbers are given, because of various readings. 
2 This word is characteristic of Matthew (p. 8). 


HAWKINS P 
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sidered with them. But there are others: in these sections there 
are certain other alterations from, and additions to, the Marcan 
narrative, as to which it seems almost impossible that Matthew 
and Luke could have accidentally concurred in making them. In 
these cases at least the changes seem to be owing to some influence, 
direct or indirect, of a common source, and not to the independent 
judgement of two compilers. I append a list of the instances which 
to me convey this impression most forcibly, adding references to 
the pages of Syzopticon, in which they can most easily be examined, 
as well as to Tischendorf’s sections. 
. Tisch, Synop- 
Syn. Ev. ticon. 
§ Page. 
a. Mt ix. 17 érye?rat: Lk v. 37 éxxv@qcerat, whereas in 
Mk ii, 22 the verb dméAdurar sd to the wine as 
well as to the wine-skins . a . . 37 12 
2. Mt xiii. 11; Lk viii. 10 tyiy béd0Ta ywava ra puerdpe, 
instead .: the more difficult expression in Mk iv. rr 
tpiv 7d puotnpioy SéSoTa . ‘ P 49 21 
3. Mt ix. 20; Lk viii. 44 Tod gna Ba added F 53 31 
4. Mt xiv. 1; Lk ix. 7 6 rerpadpxns used of Herod instead 
of Baopheds as in Mk vi. 14, though he is called Bac- 
Aevs in Mt xiv. 9 : . 58 37 
5. Mt xiv. 13 «at dwovoarres a iio eciledeniau « ai7d : 
Lk ix. rr of 5& ByAoe yvdvTes AeoAOVencaY airs (cf. 
also the mention of healing in Mt (v. 14) and Lk only) 59 40 
6. Mt xvi. 16; Lk ix. 20, the use of rod Oo, though not 


quite in the same connexion . 4 “ ‘ Jo 53 

q. Mt xvii. 5 ére abrod AaAodvros: Lk ix. 34 radra 8e abrod 
A€yovros . q1 57 

8 Mt xvii. 17; Lk ix, kat besepuaiee: added (cf. 
Deut xxxii. 5). 7 ‘ F 72 60 

g. Mt xix. 29; Lk xviii. 30 so\onhastorn,; inareud of 
éxatovtamAaciova Mk x. 30. ‘ . * 1I5 q1 

ro. Mt xxi. 17 nbAioOn : Lk xxi. 37 ninivera (but the iad 
are not in quite the same position) . + 24 qo 

11. Mt xxi. 23 S:ddoxov7e: Lk xx. SeSeawovsed: where 
Mark has no mention of teaching . A . 126 81 


12, Mt xxvi. 50; Lk xxii. 48, the fact that Jes then 
spoke to Judas, though the words recorded are not 
the same in the two Gospels s . , . - 154 150 


1 There is a full discussion of this list in Prof. Burkitt’s Gospel History, &c., 
pp. 42-58, and a reference to it by Mr. C. H. Turner in J. 7. S., x. 174 ff 
(Jan. 1909), to which I would call attention. I quite agree that textual 
criticism has diminished, and is likely to diminish further, from the force of 
several of the instances; and, on the other hand, I have not been able to 
find any others that seem worth adding to them (1909). 
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Tisch Synop- 


Syn. Ev, ticon. 
n § Page. 
13. Mt xxvi. 75; Lk xxii. 62 «al eferOdy ew xravoev mxpars, : 
where Mk xiv. 72 has émBaddv ZxAatev. But WH 
bracket the words in Luke, where they are omitted 
by some important Latin authorities . . 7 + 155 115 
14. Mt xxvi. 68; Lk xxii. 64 ris éorw 6 maloas ce; . - 156 114 


15. Mt xxvii. 40 ef ulds ef... : Lk xxiii. 35 el obrds dor... , 

where Mark has not this conditional form of sen- 

tence: observe also rod Oeov, though in somewhat 

different connexions, as was the case above in Mt 

xvi. 16; Lkix.20 . Fi é ‘ . é - 165 rer 
16, Mt xxvii. 54 7d yuvdpeva : Lk xxiii. 47 7 yevdpevoy =. «167 123 
17. Mt xxvii. 59; Lk xxiii. 53 évervacgev adré, where Mk 

xv. 46 has airdv éveiAnoey . E ‘ . + 69 124 


18. Mt xxviii, 1 émgwoxoton: Lk xxiii. 54 ‘enégareer, tba. der 
a very rare word,’ used somewhat ee in 
these two nearly parallel passages. . a aS 
19. Mt xxviii. 3 ds dorpamg: Lk xxiv. 4 éy écdjr ies | IqI 125 
mTovon . r ‘ é P 3 r 3 172 


20. Mt xxviii. 8 pasar dmayyeidan Tois pabnrais avtov: 

Lk xxiv. 9 dapyyeiAay ratra navra ois evdexa Kat 

maow Tots Aowmots . ‘ 5 5 - 173 126 
(21. There is another titling instatiee if, following 

Western authorities (but not Syr%™) with Tisch and 

WH mg, we omit Byépayn in Mk xi. r and read it 

only in Mt xxi. 1 and Lk xix. 29] . ‘ F - 122 76 


If this evidence is regarded as sufficient to prove that in at least 
20 sections—and it is reasonable to suspect in others also—a 
common source has supplied Matthew and Luke with variations 
from and additions to the Marcan narrative which apparently forms 
the basis of these 58 sections, then the difficult question arises, 
What was the nature of this source? (1) Was it an Ur-Marcus? 
But other considerations (pp. 11 ff.) have shown the general unlikeli- 
hood of this hypothesis ; and Nos. 1, 2, 14 in the foregoing list are 
alterations of an explanatory kind which seem far more likely to 
have been inserted than to have been dropped by a later editor. 
(2) Or was there an early non-Marcan document to which the 
compilers of the first and third Gospels were able to refer not 
only in those ro sections as to which we recognized the use 
of the Logia or some such document, but also in some or all of 
the 58 sections which consist mainly of narrative? (3) Or was 
one of these compilers able to consult the work of the other, in 


1 But used twice in the ‘ Gospel of Peter’ (chaps. 2 and 9). 
P 2 
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a more or less complete state? Neither of these two suggestions 
is impossible; but both of them are rendered improbable by the 
very small bulk of the additions and alterations, compared with 
the whole amount of the matter of these sections. If written 
sources of any kind, besides the Marcan one, were available for one 
or both of these compilers, would they have used them so very 
sparingly ? (4) It seems, therefore, less unlikely that these supple- 
ments and modifications, so far as they imply a common source, 
were due to one or other of the two following causes :—(a2) Some 
of them, as I suggested in my first edition as to all of them, 
may have been first made in one of the two later Gospels, and 
then carried across (whether intentionally + or unconsciously) to the 
other, either by copyists to whom they were familiar, or more 
probably in the course of that oral transmission which, as we have 
seen (pp. 67, 78), is almost required by other phenomena of the 
Gospels. (6) But it appears to me now that others of them, and 
perhaps the majority, may be best accounted for by Dr. Sanday’s 
suggestion that they are due to the use by Matthew and Luke of 
‘a recension of the text of Mark different from that from which all 
the extant MSS. of the Gospel are derived ’.? 


AppitionaL Notes To Part III. 
Additional Note to the quotation from Dr. A. B. Bruce (p. 116). 
The growth of reverential feeling in narrators may be illustrated 
by the increasing use of Kupie, as shown in the following table of the 
titles by which Jesus is addressed in the Gospels :— 
Mk Mt Lk Jn 


iddonarke < 3 5 ° to 6 II 2s 
émorata ; i ‘ 4 ‘ sie es 6 

Kopie wl ‘ : ‘ ‘ r* 19 165 = 28 
poBBe .  . ‘ s : . 3 2 aes 8 
faBBouvet ‘ fs o G r 1 sea Bui I 
vie Aaveid 5 F . P 2 4 2 wae 


1 Compare what was suggested as to Mark’s Gospel on p. 153, and the 
remarks of Drs, Sanday and Blass and Armitage Robinson there referred to 
in note. 

2 This view willbe found stated and defended in Dr. Sanday’s own Essay 
in the forthcoming Studies in the Synoptic Problem edited by him, to which 
I have already referred on p. 108. 

3 Only as the interpretation of Ja@Bei and paBBouvet, 

* viz. vii, 28 (there is also the purely Western reading avpre faBBei instead of 
faBBouvei in x. 51). 

5 Not including xix, 25; nor ix. 59, where there is probably au assimilation 
to Mt viii. 21. 
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Additional Note on the Historic Present in the Septuagint (p. 143). 


The numbers of the occurrences of the historic present seem to 
be as’follows * (there being none in the books not named) :—Gen 
9, Ex 24 (always either Aéyew 17, or épav 7), Numb 7 (being déyew 
5, 6pav 1, xafopav 1), Josh 1, Judg 2 (?), Ruth 1 (?), 1 Kingdoms 
151, 2 Kingdoms 82, 3 Kingdoms 47, 4 Kingdoms 2, 1 Chro 2, 
1 Esdr 8, 2 Esdr 8 (being 3 in our Ezra and 5 in our Neh), 
Job 25 (22 being Aéyev in the introductions to the dramatic speeches, 
and $ only in the opening and concluding narratives), Esther 2, 
Tobit 10 (8 of them in the & text only), Daniel 1 (i.e. in LXX: 
there are 5 in Theod), Bel 1, 1 Macc 2, 2 Maccl, 3 Macc 8, 4 Mace 
3. Total in LXX, 337. 

As to these numbers the following points deserve notice :— 

(1) Out of the total 887, 232 of the instances occur in the four 
books of Kingdoms, leaving only 105 for the whole of the rest of 
the LXX. Of these 25 are in Job, 24 in the historical parts of 
Exodus (chiefly in chaps. ii, x, and xxxii), and in no other case is 
the number ten exceeded or even reached except by a combination 
of two versions of Tobit. 


(2) Out of the 232 instances in the four books of Kingdoms, the 
First Book (= 1 Samuel) contains very nearly two-thirds, viz. 151, 
which happens to be exactly the same number as Mark contains. 
But then 1 Kingdoms exceeds Mark in length by about one-third, 
as may be seen by comparing the two books in the pages of any 
English Bible—e. g. in the R. V. minion 8vo 1885, in which 1 Sam 
occupies 26 pages, and Mark (without the Appendix) about 15 pages 
and a half. Consequently it appears that the historic presents are 
scattered considerably more thickly over the pages of the latter than 
of the former, the average to a page being in 1 Sam about 6 and 
in Mark between 9 and 10. 


(3) Mr. Thackeray (/. 7. S., viii. 262 ff., and Gram, of O. T. in 
Gk, i, 10) shows in a very interesting way that the Books of King- 
doms seem to have been divided into five parts, which may have been 


1 I give these numbers with confidence in their approximate correctness, 
because I found that my independent count agreed very nearly with the 
results that had been reached by Mr. H. St. J. Thackeray. I owe to him the 
numbers in 3 and 4 Macc and in the x text of Tobit, which I had not 
examined for myself; and I have been enabled by seeing his lists to make 
some other additions and corrections in my own. 


214 Additional Notes Pt, III 


rendered into Greek by four distinct translators, of whom the first 
undertook 1 Ki, the second 2 Ki 1. i-xi. 1, the third 3 Ki ii, 12-xxi. 
43, and the fourth (who was considerably the latest in date) 2 Ki 
xi, 2-3 Ki ii. r1 and 3 Ki xxii with 4 Ki. One of the most striking 
differences between the work of these four translators appears in 
their use of the historic present, the first showing (as we have seen) 
151 instances of it, the second 28, the third 47, but the fourth only 
4 and 2 in the two parts of his work. A comparison of the respec- 
tive lengths of their departments of work in the pages of the aforesaid 
English Bible shows that the first translator has an average of about 
6 historic presents to a page, the second an average of nearly 4 and 
the third of rather more than 2, while the fourth translator has the 
usage in a few sporadic instances only, which we find also to be the 
case in Chronicles, Esdras, and other late historical books. 
On the whole, two results emerge :-— 


i. Taking into account the vastly larger amount? of historical 
matter inthe O. T, and Apocrypha than in the N. T., it is clear that 
the Greek historic present was used much more freely by the writers 
of the latter than by the translators and (in a few cases) authors of 
the former, the numbers being in the LXX 877, and in the N. T. 
408 without Matthew’s and Luke’s parables, or 428 including 
them. 


ii. In proportion to the comparative length of their works, no 
one of the many translators or writers of the LXX equals Mark in 
the frequency of this usage, though the translator of 1 Kingdoms is 
not very far distant from him. On the whole, then, it remains 
a notable characteristic of Mark, though not so exclusively as was 
claimed in the first edition of this book. 


Additional Note on the Shortening of Narratives in Matthew (p. 160). 


This tendency of the First Evangelist may perhaps throw light 
upon what has been well described as his ‘ way of reduplicating, so 
to speak, the personages of one narrative in order to make up for 
the omission of another. ... He is silent as to the healing of the 
demoniac at Capernaum [Mk i. 21-8, Lk iv. 31-7], but instead 
of this he gives us [viii. 28] two Gadarene demoniacs, at the same 
time modifying the language in which he describes this latter incident 


1 On a rather rough estimate, the proportion seems to be about four 
to one. 
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after the pattern of the former;+ in like manner he speaks of the 
healing of two blind men at Jericho [xx. 30], but only because he 
had passed over the healing of the blind man at Bethsaida [Mk viii. 
22-6|.’? In the cases of each of these pairs of similar miracles, it 
is natural to suppose that the two would have been related together 
in the oral teaching of the Evangelist, or of other teachers whose pro- 
cedure he followed, and that the one of the two which seemed 
the less striking and important would gradually have dropped 
into the background. Thus the way would have been prepared 
for that conflation, instead of repetition, of the two, which certainly 
has the effect of shortening narrative, which seems to have an 
object with Matthew. If some such explanation is not accepted, 
the duplications must be left as quite unaccountable. 


1 Doubtless the reference is to the introduction in Mt viii. 29 of the 
question ‘Art thou come to...’ which occurs in Mk i, 24 and Lk iv. 34, 
but not in Mk v. 7 or Lk viii. 28. 

2 Sanday, The Gospels in the Second Century, p. 154. 


CONCLUDING SUMMARY 


IT was explained in the Preface that this book had the 
‘limited and merely preparatory’ purpose of bringing 
together ‘a collection of materials’, and that it was therefore 
the endeavour of the writer to keep, as far as possible, his 
own opinions in the background, and to let the facts speak 
for themselves. It will be no serious departure from this 
method if, in these concluding pages, he not only recapitu- 
lates a few of the principal matters which have been dealt 
with, but indicates, briefly and slightly, the directions in 
which they have seemed to point. 


A. 


Part I was devoted to the ‘ words and phrases character- 
istic of’ each Evangelist ; and we saw that such expressions 
occur not only in the ‘ peculiar’ parts, but also, though less 
abundantly, in the ‘common’ parts of each Gospel. Thus 
it appears that these writers, even when they were com- 
pilers—as Matthew and Luke evidently were to a large 
extent—allowed themselves to deal freely with their 
materials, being more careful to preserve the substance than 
the exact words (cf. also p. 113). And the same thing may 
be inferred from several of the Doublets (pp. 80 ff.), from the 
use of certain recurring formulas (pp. 168 ff.), and from the 
far greater similarity of Luke’s language, than that of 
Matthew or Mark, to the language not only of Acts, but of 
the Pauline Epistles and Hebrews (pp.189 ff.: cf. also p.196). 


B. 


1. When endeavouring in Part II to find indications of 
sources, we saw in Section I many identities in language 
between the different Gospels, which were so close and 
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sometimes so prolonged as to suggest very strongly the 
use of written Greek documents. And the hypotheses, to 
be referred to below, of the Logia and the Marcan memoirs 
as sources, fall in with this suggestion. 

2. But on the other hand we found in Sections II and 
ITI still more distinct traces of oral transmission, both in 
the different uses made of the same words, and in the trans- 
positions of words and sentences. 

3. It seems then all but necessary to allow for the 
influence of both these modes of transmission, even though 
we may be unable to apportion the amount of influence 
which is to be ascribed to each, or to explain how they accom- 
panied or succeeded one another. To make such appor- 
tionment or explanation was not even attempted in the first 
edition; but in the second I would express my strong 
opinion that at least the Second and Third Evangelists had 
provided themselves with written documents as their main 
sources, but that they often omitted to refer closely to 
them, partly because of the physical difficulties which there 
must then have been in consulting MSS.,! and partly 
because of the oral knowledge of the life and sayings of 
Jesus Christ which they had previously acquired as learners 
and used as teachers, and upon which therefore it would be 
natural for them to fall back very frequently. 


C. 
The Doublets treated in Part II, Section IV, are important 
in more respects than one; but chiefly because several of 
them suggest the use in Matthew and Luke? of two sources, 


' See on this point Dr, Sanday in the forthcoming Studies in the Synoptic 
Problent. 

2 The fact that only one Doublet, and that a not very distinct one (see 
p. 99), can be noted in Mark, is, so far as it goes, an argument 
against the use in that Gospel of the Logia (or any other second source 
besides the Petrine memoirs). That Mark did use the Logia was argued 
very fully—but as it seems to me not at all conclusively—by Titius in 
Theologische Studien Herrn Prof. Dr. Bernhard Weiss zu seinem 70. Geburtstage 
dargebracht (Gottingen, 1897), pp. 284 ff. ; 
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which it seems not unreasonable to identify with the 
Petrine memoirs written by Mark, and the Logia composed 
by Matthew, according to the well-known testimony of 
Papias: The chief difficulty in the way of this identifica- 
tion consists in the absence of distinct traces of the 
independent translations of the Logia to which Papias 
refers (see, on the contrary, p. 54), but there is no reason 
why the compilers of the first and third Gospels should not 
have used the same translation. It is however safer, as well 
as more usual now, to refer to the second source merely as Q. 


D. 


In Part ITI it ‘was shown that of the Synoptic Gospels 
Mark shows the smallest (if-any)-traces (pp. 117 ff.), and 
Matthew shows the most decided “traves “(see <especially 
pp. 163 ff.) of adaptation for the purposes of catechétical 
or other teaching, Luke holding an intermediate position 
in this respect, but nearer to Matthew than to Mark. 
This seems to correspond remarkably to the degree of 
familiarity with the language of the three Gospels respec- 
tively which appears to have existed among Christians in 
the following decades, so far as we can judge from the 
references to the evangelical history in the writings of the 
sub-apostolic age and in Justin.2 Thus the Gospels which 
were most used bear most traces of adaptation for use. 


E. 


Difficult questions are suggested by the agreements of 
Matthew and Luke against Mark, even in places where they 
are evidently using his narrative as a Grundschrift. In 
the pages about Mark in Part III, which have just been 

1 See p. xiv above. 

? Opinions will differ as to some particular instances, but certainly this 
is the general impression conveyed by a careful examination of the 


references collected in the Indices to Lightfoot’s Apostolic Fathers and Otto’s 
Justin Martyr. 
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referred to, reasons have been suggested for many omissions 
‘and some alterations which would produce this result. 
Other alterations and some small additions, which cannot 
be accounted for in the same way, are dealt with in 
Appendix B (p. 208), and I have tried to show that, though 
they cannot all have arisen quite independently, they are not 
sufficient to necessitate the hypothesis that either Matthew 
or Luke had seen the other’s. Gospel. 


F. 


The close correspondence of the phraseology of St. Luke’s 
Gospel with that of the ‘We’-Sections of the Acts (see 
pp: 183 ff., referring to the tables on pp. 16 ff.) seems to me 
so important in its bearing on the date of that Gospel, and 
inferentially of the other two, that I call attention to it 
again here. 


In these inferences and suggestions there is hardly 
anything which has not been put forward often before ; 
but if the grounds on which they rest have been made 
more distinct and tangible, so that they have thus lost 
something of their conjectural or hypothetical character, 
a little progress will have been made—enough perhaps to 
encourage the hope of more progress—in the study of 
the Synoptic Problem. 
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A Commentary on the Book of Proverbs, attributed to 
Asrauam Izn Ezra. Edited from a MS in the Bodleian Library by S. R. 
Driver. Crown 8vo. Paper covers, 3s. 6d. 

The Book of Tobit. A Chaldee Text, from a unique MS in the 
Bodleian Library ; with other Rabbinical texts, English translations, and the 
Itala. Edited by A. Neusaven. Crown 8vo. 6s. 

Keclesiasticus (xxxix. 15—xlix. 11), The Hebrew, with early 
versions and English translation, etc, edited by A. E. Cowtzy and A. NEUBAUER. 
With 2 facsimiles. 4to, 10s. 6d. net. Translation, see p. 67. 


Facsimiles of the Fragments hitherto recovered of the 
Book of Ecclesiasticus in Hebrew. 60 leaves in Collotype. £1 1s. net. 
(Published jointly by the Oxford and Cambridge University Presses. ) 


The Psalms in Hebrew without points.  stitr covers. 9s. 


Accentuation of Psalms, Proverbs, and Job. By W. Wicxes. 
8vo. 5s. 


Hebrew Prose Accentuation. Bythesame. 8vo. 10s. 6d. 


Lightfoot’s Horae Hebraicae et Talmudicae. A new 
Edition by R. Ganpet. 4 vols, 8vo. £1 Is. 


Greek 


Vetus Testamentum ex Versione Septuaginta Interpretum secundum 
exemplar Vaticanum Romae editum. Accedit potior varietas Codicis Alex- 
andrini. TomilIII. 18mo. 6s. each volume. 

A Concordance to the Septuagint and other Greek Versions of 
the O. T. (including the Apocryphal Books); by the late Enwin Hatcu and 
H. A. Repratu. WithSupplement. By H. A. Repraru. Fasc. I, containin 
a Concordance to the proper names occurring in the Septuagint; Fase. II, 
containing a Concordance to Ecclesiasticus, other Addenda, and the Hebrew 
Index to the whole work. Imperial 4to. Cloth in 3 vols. £8 8s. net (or 
Concordance, 2 vols., £6 17s. 6d. net. Supplement, £2 net). Parts II-VI, 
21s. net each ; Supplements I and II, 16s. net each. 

Origenis Hexaplorum quae supersunt sive Veterum Inter- 
pretum Graecorum in totum Vetus Testamentum Fragmenta. Edidit F. Frerp. 
Qvols, 4to. £5 5s. net. 


Essays in Biblical Greek. By Eowrw Haren. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


The Book of Wisdom : the Greek Text, the Latin Vulgate, and the 
Authorized English Version; with an introduction, critical apparatus, and 
acommentary. By W. J. Deane. 4to. 19s. 6d. net. 


The Greek Versions of the Testaments of the Twelve 
Patriarchs. Edited from nine MSS, with variants from other versions. 
By R. H. Cuartes. 8vo. 18s. net. 

Coptic 
Tattam’s Major and Minor Prophets. See p. 8s. 
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The New Testament 
The Parallel New Testament, Greek and English ; being 


the Authorized Version, 1611; the Revised Version, 1881; and the Greek 
Text followed in the Revised Version. 8vo, 9s. net. : 

The New Testament in Greek and English. Edited by 
E. Carpwett., 2 vols. 1837. Crown 8vo. 6s. 


Greek 


The Greek Testament, with the Readings adopted by the Revisers of 
the Authorized Version. (1) Picatype. Demy 8vo. 10s. 6d. (2) Long Primer 
type. With marginal references. Fcap 8vo. 4s. 6d. (3) The same, on 
writing-paper, with wide margin, 15s. (4) The same, on India paper. 6s. 

Novum Testamentum Graece. Accedunt parallela S. Scripturae 
loca, etc. Ed.C. Luoyp. 18mo. 3s. On writing-paper, with wide margin, 7s. 6d, 


Critical Appendices to the above, by W. Sanpay. Extra fcap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Novum Testamentum Graece (ed. Lxovn), with Sanday’s Appen- 
dices. Cloth, 6s.; paste grain, 7s. 6d. ; morocco, 10s. 6d. 

Novum Testamentum Graece juxta Exemplar Millianum. 
Feap 8vo. 2s. 6d. On writing-paper, with wide margin, 7s. 6d. 

Evangelia Sacra Graece. Fcap 8vo, limp. 1s. 6d. 

Novum Testamentum Graece. Antiquissimorum Codicum Textus 
in ordine parallelo dispositi. Edidit E.H. Hansert. Tomi ITI. 8vo. £1 4s. 


Athos Fragments of Codex H of the Pauline Epistles. 


Photographed and deciphered by Krirsorr Laxe. Full-size collotype 
facsimiles, large 4to, in an envelope. 21s. net. 





Athos Fragments of the Shepherd of Hermas. _ Photo- 


graphed and transcribed by Kirsorr Lake. Full-size collotype facsimiles, 
large 4to, in an envelope. 17s. 6d. net. 


Textual Criticism of the New Testament. By C. E. Hammon. 
Sixth edition. Crown 8vo. 4s. 6d. 


Greswell’s Harmonia Evangelica. Fifth edition. 8vo. 9s.6d. Pro- 

legomena. 8vo. 5s.net. Dissertationson the Harmony. 2és.net. 
Jones’s Canon of the New Testament. 8vo. 3 vols. 18s. net. 
Diatessaron. Edited by J. Warre, 3s. 6d. 


The Synoptic Gospels, arranged in parallel columns by J. M. 
Tuomrson. Crown 4to. 7s. 6d. net. 


Horae Synopticae. By Sir J. C. Hawkins, Bart. Second edition, re- 
vised and supplemented (1909). 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Dr. Sanday’s Books 
Sacred Sites of the Gospels,with numerous illustrations. 8vo. 13s.6d.n. 
Criticism of the Fourth Gospel. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
The Life of Christ in Recent Research. vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
Presidential Address (Congress of Religions, 1908). 8vo. 1s. net. 
Ancient and Modern Christologies. svo. (Immediately.) 
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The Logia 
vyN ° . 
I'wo Lectures on the ‘Sayings of Jesus’, delivered at Oxford 
= in 1897, by W. Lock and W. Sanpay. 8vo. Is. 6d. net. 
The Oxyrhynchus Logia and the Apocryphal Gospels. 
3 By C. Taytor. 8vo, paper covers, 2s. 6d. net. 
The Oxyrhynchus Sayings of Jesus, found in 1903; with the 
Sayings called ‘ Logia’, found in 1897. By C. Taytor. 8vo. Qs. net. 


Published by Mr. Frowde for the Egypt Exploration Fund. 
By B. P. Grenrett and A. S, Hunt. 

AOA IH2ZOY, from an early Greek papyrus, with translation and com- 
mentary. 8vo, stiff boards, with two collotypes, 2s. net; with two tone 
blocks, 6d. net. 

New Sayings of Jesus and Fragment of a Lost Gospel. With one Plate. 1s. net. 

Fragment of an Uncanonical Gospel from Oxyrhynchus, With one Plate. 1s. net. 


Coptic and Syriac 


The Coptic Version of the New Testament, in the Northern 
Dialect, otherwise called Memphitic and Bohairic. With introduction, 
critical apparatus, and English translation. 8vo. Vols. landII. The Gospels. 
£2 2s. net; Vols. II] and IV. The Epistles. £2 2s. net. 

Tetraeuangelium Sanctum iuxta simplicem Syrorum versionem 
denuo recognitum. Lectionum supellectilem quam conquisiverat P. E. 
Pusey auxit, digessit, edidit G. H. Gwit11am. Accedunt capitulorum notatio, 
concordiarum tabulae, translatio Latina, annotationes. Crown 4to. £2 2s, net. 

Collatio Cod. Lewisiani Evangeliorum Syriacorum cum 
Cod. Curetoniano, auctore A. Bonus. Demy 4to. 8s. 6d. net. 


Latin 


Old-Latin Biblical Texts: small 4to, stiff covers. 

No. I. St. Matthew, from the St. Germain MS (g,). Edited by J. 
Worpswortn. 6s. net. — No. II. Portions of St. Mark and St. Matthew, 
from the Bobbio MS (k), etc. Edited by J. Worpsworru, W.Sanpay, and 
H. J. Warts. £1 1s. net. — No. III. The Four Gospels, from the Munich 
MS 3 {a now numbered Lat. 6224. Edited by H. J. Wurre. 12s. 6d. net. 
—No. IV. Portions of the Acts, of the Epistle of St. James, and of the 
First Epistle of St. Peter, from the Bobbio Palimpsest (s), now numbered 
Cod. 16 in the Imperial Library at Vienna. Edited by H. J. Wuire. 
5s. net. — No. V. Whe Gospels from the Codex Corbeiensis (ff, or ff) with 
Fragments of the Catholic Epistles, Acts, and Apocalypse from the 
Fleury Palimpsest (h). Edited by E. S. Bucuanan. 12s. 6d. net. 

Nouum Testamentum Latine, secundum Editionem Sancti Hiero- 
nymi. Recensuit I. Worpswortn, Episcopus Sarisburiensis; in aed 
societatem adsumto H. I. Wurre. 4to. Part I (Gospels), £2 12s. 6d. (Some 
of the fasciculi of Part I can still be obtained separately.) Part II, fasc. i 
(Romans), in the press. Part III, fase. i (Acts), 12s. 6d. 


Notes on the Early History of the Vulgate Gospels. By 


Dom Joun Cuarman, O.S.B. 8vo. 16s, net. 


Gothic 
Sacrorum Evangeliorum Versio Gothica cum interpretatione 
Latina Erict Benzexi edidit Epwarnus Lye (1750). Large 4to. £1 10s. net. 
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The Fathers of the Church and 
Ecclesiastical History 


Editions with Latin Commentaries 


Catenae Graecorum Patrum in Novum Testamentum edidit J. A, 
Cramer. Tomi VIII. 8vo. £2 8s. net. 


Clementis Alexandrini Opera, ex rec. Gui. Dinporrm. Tomi IV. 8vo. 
£3 net. 
Cyrilli Archiepiscopi Alexandrini in XII Prophetas edidit P. E. Pusry. 


TomillI. 8vo. £2 9s. 


In D. Joannis Evangelium. Accedunt Fragmenta Varia. Edidit post 
Aubertum P. E. Pusry. TomillI. 8vo. £2 5s. 

Commentarii in Lucae Evangelium quae supersunt Syriace edidit 
R. Payne Suitn. 4to. £12%s. Translation, 2 vols. 8vo. 14s. 


Ephraemi Syri, Rabulae, Balaei aliorumque Opera Selecta. See p. 85. 


Eusebii Opera recensuit T. GatsForD. 


Evangelicae Praeparationis Libri XV. TomilV. 8vo. 42s. net. 
Evangelicae Demonstrationis Libri X. TomilII. 8vo. 145s. 
Contra Hieroclem et Marcellum Libri. 8vo. 7s. 

Annotationes Variorum. TomilII. 8vo. 17s. 


Canon Muratorianus. Edited, with notes and facsimile, by S. P. 
TrecELLEs. 4to. 10s. 6d. 

Evagrii Historia Ecclesiastica, ex rec. H. Vatesn. 8vo. 4s. 

Fl. J osephi de bello Judaico Libri Septem recensuit E. CarpweELt. 
Tomill. 8vo. 17s. net. 


Origenis Philosophumena; sive omnium Haeresium Refutatio e Codice 
Parisino nunc primum edidit Emmanvet Mitter. 8vo. 10s. 


Patrum Apostolicorum Clementis Romani, Ignatii, Polycarpi, quae 
supersunt edidit G. Jacosson. TomilII. Fourth edition, 8vo, £1 1s. 


Reliquiae Sacrae  secundi tertiique saeculi recensuit M. J. Rovurs. 
Tomi V. Second edition, 1846. 8vo. £1 5s. net. 


Scriptorum Ecclesiasticorum Opuscula recensuit M. J. Rovrs. 
Tomill. Third edition, 1858. 8vo. 10s. 


Socratis Scholastici Historia Ecclesiastica Gr. et Lat. edidit R. Hussey. 
TomillI. 1853. 8vo. 15s, net. 


Sozomeni Historia Ecclesiastica edidit R. Hussey. Tomi III. 8vo. 15s. net. 


Theodoreti Ecclesiasticae Historiae Libri V rec. T. Gatsrorp. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
Graecarum Affectionum Curatio rec. T. GatsForp. 8vo, 7s. 6d. 





Notitia Scriptorum SS. Patrum. By J. G. Downe.  8v0. 
7s. 6d. net. 
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Editions with English Commentaries 
or Introductions 


St. Athanasius. Orations against the Arians. With an account of his 
Life by W. Bricur. Crown 8vo. 9s. 


Historical Writings, according to the Benedictine Text. 
ee introduction by W. Bricut. Crown 8vo, 
s. 6d. 


St. Augustine. Select Anti-Pelagian Treatises, and the Acts of the 
Second Council of Orange. With introduction by W. Bricur. Crown 8vo. 
[Out of print.] 


St. Basil : on the Holy Spirit. Revised text, with notes and introduction, 
by C. F. H. Jonnston. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Barnabas, Editio Princeps of the Epistle of, by Archbishop Ussher, as 


rinted at Oxford, a.p. 1642. With a dissertation by J. H. Backnouse. 
mall 4to. 3s. 6d. 


Canons of the First Four General Councils of Nicaea, Con- 


stantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcedon. With notes by W. Bricur. Second 
edition. Crown 8vo. ‘7s. 6d. 


Eusebius’ Ecclesiastical History, according to Burton’s text, with 
introduction by W. Bricur. Second edition, Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 


Eusebii Pamphili Evangelicae Praeparationis Libri XV. 
Revised text edited, with introduction, notes, English translation, and indices, 
by E. H. Girrorp, 4 vols. [Vols. 1, II, text, with critical notes. Vol. III, 
in two parts, translation. ol. IV, notes and indices.] 8vo. £5 5s, net. 
(Vol. III, divided into two parts, containing the translation, £1 5s. net.) 


The Bodleian Manuscript of Jerome’s Version of the 


Chronicles of Eusebius, reproduced in collotype, with an intro- 
duction by J. K. Forurrinenam. 4to, buckram, £2 10s. net. 


John of Ephesus. See p. 85. Translation, by R. Payne Surru. 8vo. 
10s. net. 


Philo: about the Contemplative Life; or, the Fourth Book of 


the Treatise concerning Virtues. Edited, with a defence of its genuineness, 
by F. C. Conyzearr, With a facsimile. 8vo. 14s. net. 


Socrates’ Ecclesiastical History, according to Hussey’s Text, with 
introduction by W. Bricut. Second edition. Crown 8vo. 1s. 6d. 


Tertulliani Apologeticus adversus Gentes pro Christianis. Edited by 
T. H. Buyptey. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
De Praescriptione Haereticorum : ad Martyras: ad Scapulam. 
Edited by T. H. Binptey. Crown 8vo. 5s. net. 
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Works of the English Divines. 8vo 


Sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries 
Editions of Hooker and Butler 


Hooker’s Works, with Walton’s Life, arranged by Joan Kreste. Seventh 
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edition, revised by R. W. Cuurcu and F. Pacer. 3 vols. 12s, each. [Vol. II 
contains the Fifth Book.] 


Introduction to Hooker's Ecclesiastical Polity, Book V. 
By F. Pacer. Second edition. 4s. net. 


The Text, as arranged by J. Kester. 2vols. 11s. 


The Works of Bishop Butler. By W. E. Guapstone. 2 vols. 
14s. each. Crown 8vo, Vol. I, Analogy, 5s. 6d.; Vol. II, Sermons, 5s. 


Studies subsidiary to the Works of Bishop Butler. 


Uniform with the above. 10s. 6d, Crown 8vo, 4s. 6d. 





Pearson’s Exrosi1ion orrHECReEED. Revised by E. Burton. Sixth edition. 10s. 6d. 
Mivor Tueoxocican Works. Edited by E. Churton. 2 vols. 10s. 
Encuirinvion Tueotocicum Anti-Romanum. 
I. Jeremy Tayton’s Dissuasive from Popery, and Real Presence. 8s. 
II. Barrow’s Supremacy of the Pope, and Unity of the Church. 7s. 6d. 
III. Tracts by Waxes, Parnicx, Sv1ruinerieet, Cuacert, and others. 11s. 
Appison’s Evipences. 3s. 6d. net. 
Attrx’s Works, 4 vols. 5s. each. BentTLey’s Sermons. 45. 
Biscor’s History or tHE Acts. 9s. 6d. 
Bracer’s Works. 5 vols. £1 19s. 6d. net. 
Butt’s Works, with Netson’s Life. Ed. by E. Burton. 8 vols. £2 9s. 
Burter’s Works, 1849. 2 vols. Sermons. 5s. 6d. Analogy. 5s, 6d. 
Cuirreyman’s Insrrucror. Sixth edition. 6s. 6d. 
Comper’s Works. 7 vols. £1 Ils. 6d. 
Feww’s Pararurase on Str. Paur’s Episties. 7s. 
FLeEerwoop’s Works. 3 vols. £1 1s. 6d. net. 
Hatt’s Works. Edited by P. Wynter. 10 vols. £3 3s. 
Hammonny’s Parapurase ON THE New Testament. 4 vols. 20s. 
PararHRasE ON THE Psatms, 4 vols. 20s. 
Horzery’s Works. 2 vols. 10s. 6d. net. Hoorver’s Works. 2 vols. 8s. 
Jackson’s (Dr. Toomas) Worxs. 12 vols. £3 6s. net. 
JEweEt’s Works. Edited by R. W. Jelf. 8 vols. £1 10s. 
Lesiiz’s Works. 7 vols. 42s. net. 
Lewis’ (Jon) Lire or Wicur. 5s. 6d. Lire or Pecock. 3s. 6d. 
Lewis’ (THomas) Ortcines Hesraicar. 8 vols. 16s. 6d. 
Newcomse’s OssErvations. 6s, net. 
Parricx’s THeotocican Works. 9 vols. £1 1s. 
Sanperson’s Works. Edited by W. Jacobson. 6 vols. £1 10s. 
Scorr’s Works. 6 vols. 30s. net. Smatripce’s Sermons. 2 vols. 8s. 
SHERLOock’s Discourses. 4 vols. 42s. net. 
STILLINGFLEET’s OrnicinEs SacraE. 2 vols. 9s. 
Grounns or Proresranr Rericion. 2 vols. 10s. 
Srannore’s Parapunase. 2 vols. 10s. Taverner’s Postits. 6s. net. 
Watr’s History or Inranr Barrism. By H. Cotton. 2vols. £1 Is. 
Wartertanp’s Works, with Life by Van Mildert. 6 vols. £2 11s, 
Docrrine or THE Evcnarist. 3rded. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 6d. 
WueEat.ey’s ILLusTraTion oF THE Book or Common Prayer. 55. 
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Early Ecclesiastical History 


The New Testament in the Apostolic Fathers. By a Com- 

: mittee of the Oxford Society of Historical Theology. 8vo. 6s. net. 

The Origins of Christianity. By C. Bice. Edited by T. B. Srnons. 

3 8vo. 19s. 6d. net. 

The Church’s Task under the Empire. with preface, notes, 
and excursus, by C. Bice. 8vo. 5s. net. 
i : aoe 

Bingham’s Antiquities of the Christian Church, and other Works. 

fs 10 vols. 8vo. £3 3s. 

The Church in the Apostolic Age. By W. W. Surury. Second 
edition, Feap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Harmonia Symbolica : Creeds of the Western Church. By C. 
Heurtiey. 8vo. 6s. 6d. 


A. Critical Dissertation on the Athanasian Creed. By 
G. D. W. Ommannry. 8vo. 16s. 
Ecclesiae Occidentalis Monumenta luris Antiquissima : 


Canonum et Conciliorum Graecorum Interpretationes Latinae. Edidit 
C. H. Turner. 4to, stiff covers. Tom.I, Fasc. I, pars I, 10s. 6d. net; pars 
II, 21s. net. Tom. II, pars I, 18s. net. 


The Key of Truth: being a Manual of the Paulician Church of 
Armenia. By F. C. Conybeare, 8vo. 15s. net. 
Baptism and Christian Archaeology. ByC.F. Rocers. 8vo. 5s. net. 


Monasticism on Mount Athos. By K. Laxz, 8vo. 85. 6d. net. 


Ecclesiastical History of Britain, etc 
Sources 


Adamnani Vita S. Columbae. Edited by J. T. Fowter. Crown 8vo. 
8s. 6d. net. With translation, 9s. 6d. net. 

Baedae Opera Historica. Edited by C. Prummer. Two volumes. 
Crown 8vo. 21s. net. ; 

Councils and Ecclesiastical ‘Documents relating to Great 
Britain and Ireland. Edited after Spelman and Wilkins, by A. W. Happan 
and W. Srusss. Medium 8vo. Vols. I-III, £313s. 6d. net. Also Vol. II (Parts 
I and II) and Vol. III, separately, 14s. net per volume. 

Nova Legenda Angliae, as collected by John of Tynemouth and 
others, and first printed 1516. Re-edited 1902 by C. Horstman. 2 vols. 
8vo. £1 16s, net. : : 

Vitae Sanctorum Hiberniae.  Recognovit prolegomenis notis in- 
dicibus instruxit C. Prummrr. 8vo. 2 vols. (In the press.) 

Wyclif. A Catalogue of the Works. By W. W. Sumauey. 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Select English Works. By T. Arwotp. 3-vols. 8vo, £1 1s. net. 
Trialogus. First edited by G. Lecutrr. 8vo. 7s. 
Cranmer’s Works. Collected by H. Jenxyns. 4 vols. 8vo, £1 10s. 


‘Cranmer’s’ Catechism with the Latin Original. Edited by 
Epwarp Burrow (1829). 8vo, with woodcuts. 7s. 6d. net. 
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Records of the Reformation. The Divorce, 1527-1533. Mostly 
now for the first time printed. Collected and arranged by N. Pocock. 2 vols. 
£1 16s, 


Primers put forth in the reign of Henry VIII. svo. 5s. 
The Reformation of Ecclesiastical Laws, as attempted in the 


reigns of Henry VIII, Edward VI, and Elizabeth. Edited by E, Canpwett. 
8vo. 6s. 6d. 


Conferences on the Book of Common Prayer from 1551 to 
1690. Edited by E. Carpwett. Third edition. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 


Documentary Annals of the Reformed Church of 
England ; Injunctions, Declarations, Orders, Articles of Inquiry, etc, from 
1546 to 1716. Collected by E. Carpwett. 2 vols. 8vo. 25s, net. 


Formularies of Faith set forth by the King’s authority during 
Henry VIII's reign. 8vo. 7s. 


Homilies appointed to be read in Churches. By J. Grirrirus. 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Hamilton’s Catechism, 1552. Edited, with introduction and 
glossary, by T.G. Law. With a Preface by W. E, Giapsrone. 8vo. 12s, 6d. 

Noelli Catechismus sive prima institutiodisciplinaque Pietatis Christianae 
Latine explicata. Editio nova cura G. Jacopson. 8vo. 5s. 6d. 


Sylloge Confessionum sub tempus Reformandae Ecclesiae edit. Subjic. 
Catechismus Heidelbergensis et Canones Synodi Dordrecht. 8vo. 8s. 6d. net. 


Histories written in the seventeenth (or early 
eighteenth) and edited in the nineteenth century 


Stillingfleet’s Origines Britannicae, with Lxoyn’s Historical 
Account of Church Government. Edited by T. P. Pantry. 2 vols. 8vo. 10s. 


Inett’s Origines Anglicanae (in continuation of Stillingfleet). Edited 
by J. Grirrirus. 1855. 3 vols. 8vo. lds. 


Fuller's Church History of Britain. Edited by J. S. Brewer. 
1845. 6vols, 8vo. £2 19s. 6d. net. 


Le Neve’s Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae. Corrected and con- 
tinued from 1715 -to 1853 by T. D. Harpy. S3vols. 8vo. £1 10s. net. 


Strype’s Memorials of Cranmer. 2 vols. 8vo. 11s. net. Life of 
Aylmer. 8vo. 5s. 6d. net. Life of Whitgift. 3 vols. 8vo. 16s. 6d. net. 


General Index. 2vols. 8vo, 11s, net. 


Burnet’s History of the Reformation. Revised by N. Pocock. 
7Vvols, 8vo. £1 10s. 


Prideaux’s Connection of Sacred and Profane History. 2 vols. 8vo. 
10s. Shuckford’s Continuation, 10s, 


Gibson’s Synodus Anglicana. Edited by E. Carpwett. 1854. 
8vo. 6s. 
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Recent Works in English Ecclesiastical History 


History of the Church of England from the abolition of the 
Roman Jurisdiction. By W. R. Dixon. 3rd edition. 6 vols. 8vo. 16s. per vol. 


Chapters of Early English Church History. By W. Baicur. 
Third edition. Withamap. 8vo. 12s. 


Registrum Sacrum Anglicanum + an attempt to exhibit the course 
of Episcopal Succession in England. By W. Srunzs. 2nd ed. 4to. 10s. 6d. 


The Elizabethan Clergy and the Settlement of Religion, 1558-1564. 
By Henry Gee. With illustrative documents and lists. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Liturgiology 


Liturgies, Eastern and Western. Vol. I. Eastern Liturgies. 
Edited, with introductions and appendices, by F. E. Bricuraan, on the basis 
of a work by C. E. Hammonp. 8vo. £1 Is. net. 

Rituale Armenorum : the Administration of the Sacraments and the 
Breviary Rites of the Armenian Church, with the Greek Rites of Baptism 
and Epiphany. Edited by F. C. Conyseare; with the East Syrian Epiphany 
Rites, translated by A. J. Mactean. 8vo. 21s. net. 


Cardwell’s Two Books of Common Prayer. Ed.3. 8vo. 7s.net. 


Gelasian Sacramentary, Liber Sacramentorum Romanae Ecclesiae. 
Edited by H. A. Witson. Medium 8vo. 18s. net. 


Leofric Missal, with some account of the Red Book of Derby, the Missal 
of Robert of Jumiéges, etc. Edited by F. E. Warren. 4to, £1 10s. net. 


Ancient Liturgy of the Church of England, according to the 
Uses of Sarum, York, Hereford, and Bangor, and the Roman Liturgy 
arranged in parallel columns. By W. Masxet1. 8vo. 145s, net. 

Monumenta Ritualia Ecclesiae Anglicanae : the occasional 
Offices of the Church of England according to the old Use of Salisbury, the 


Prymer in English, and other prayers and forms, with dissertations and 
notes. By the same. Second edition. Three volumes. 8vo. £2 10s, net. 


The Liturgy and Ritual of the Celtic Church. By F. E. 
Warren. 8vo, 16s. net. 

Sharp on the Rubric. vo. 6s. net. 

Helps to the Study of the Book of Common Prayer. By 


W.R. W. Srernens. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 2s. 6d. net; also in leather bindings. 
Printed on Oxford India paper and bound with the Prayer Book, from 11s. 6d. 


The Oxford Hymn Book 


Music Edition. Crown 8vo, 3s. 6d. net ; gilt edges, 4s. net ; India 
paper, 5s. net. Words only. Crown 8vo, Is. 6d. net; gilt edges, 
Qs. net; India paper, 3s. 6d. net. 32mo, cut flush, 6d. net ; cloth boards, 9d. net ; 
India paper, 2s. net. 

13 


PHILOSOPHY 
Ancient Philosophy 


(For editions, translations, &c., see pages 44-47) 
Greek Theories of Elementary Cognition from Alcmaeon to 
_ Aristotle. By J. 1. Beart. 8vo. 12s. 6d. net. 
Plato’s Doctrine of Ideas. By J. A. Srewarr. 8vo. 6s. net. 


Mediaeval and Modern Philosophy 


Opera hactenus inedita Rogeri Baconi. Edited by Rosenr 
Sreete. 8vo. Fasc. I, De Viciis Contractis in Studio Theologie. 5s. net. 
Fase. II, Communium Naturalium Lib. I. 10s. 6d. net. 


Ioannis Saresberiensis Policratici Libri VIII recognovit com- 
mentario etc instruxit C. C. J. Wess. Twovolumes. 8vo. 36s. net. 
Bacon’s Novum Organum, edited by T. Fowrer. Ed. 2. 8vo, 15s. 
Novum Organum, edited by G. W. Krrcuin. 8vo. 9s. 6d. 


Hobbes’s Leviathan; with an essay by W. G. Pocson Surru. 
Crown 8vo. 2s, 6d. net. | ot ase 
Bentham’s Introduction to the Principles of Morals and 


Legislation. Crown 8vo. 6s. 6d. 


The Works of Berkeley. Edited with an account of his Life and Philo- 

sophy by A.C. Fraser. New edition (1901). Crown 8vo. Fourvols. £1 4s. 
Some copies of the 8vo edition of the Lie are still on sale, price 16s. 

Selections from Berkeley, with introduction and notes, for the use of 
Students. By the same Editor. Fifth edition. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

The Cambridge Platonists: being selections from their Writings, 
with introduction by E. T. Campacnac. Crown 8vo. 6s. 6d. net. 

Leibniz’s Monadology and other Philosophical Writings, translated, 
with introduction and notes, by R. Larra. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 
Locke’s Essay. Collated and annotated with prolegomena, biographical, 
critical, and historical, by A. C. Fraser. Two volumes. 8vo. £1 12s. 
Locke’s Conduct of the Understanding. Edited by T. Fowzzr. 
Extra feap 8vo. 2s. 6d. 

A Study in the Ethics of Spinoza. By H.H. Joacum. 8vo. 
10s. 6d. net. 

Hume’s Treatise of Human Nature. Edited by L. A. Sztsy- 
Biccr. Second edition. Crown 8vo. 6s. net. 

Hume's Enquiries. Edited by L. A. Setsy-Biccr. Crown 8vo. Second 
edition. 6s. net.” 

British Moralists, being Selections from writers principally of the 


eighteenth century. Edited by L. A. Srtsy-Bicer. Two volumes. Crown 
8vo. 12s. net. Uniform with Hume’s and Berkeley’s Works, 


Butler’s Works, edited by W. E. Giansrone. Two volumes. Medium 
8vo or Crown 8vo Vol. I (Analogy) 14s. or 5s. 6d., Vol. II (Sermons) 14s. or 5s. 
The Optimism of Butler’s Analogy. The Romanes Lecture, 
1908. By Henry Scorr-Hottanp. 2s, net. 
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Recent Philosophy 


Kant’s Theory of Knowledge. By H.A.Pricuanp. 8vo. 6s. 6d. net. 


The Logic of Hegel, translated from the Encyclopaedia of the Philo- 
sophical Sciences, with Prolegomena, by W. Wattace. Second edition. 
Two volumes, I Prolegomena, II Translation. Crown 8vo. 10s. 6d. net each. 


Hegel’s Ehosophy of Mind, translated, with five introductory essays, 
by W. Wattace. Crown 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 

Lotze’s Logic, in Three Books—of Thought, of Investigation, and of 
Knowledge. Translated by B. Bosanauer. Ed. 2. 2vols. Cr.8vo. 10s.6d. net. 

Lotze’s Metaphysic, in Three Books—Ontology, Cosmology, and 
Psychology. Translated by B. Bosanquer. Ed. 2. 2 vols. Cr. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 

Bluntschli’s Theory of the State. Translated from the sixth 
German edition. Third edition, 1901. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. net. 

Green’s Prolegomena to Ethics. Edited by A. C. Bravury. Fifth 
edition, 1906. With a Preface by E. Carrp. Crown 8vo. 6s. net. 

Types of Ethical Theory, by J. Martineau. Third edition. Two 
volumes. Crown 8vo. 14s. net. 

A Study of Religion : its Sources and Contents. By the same 
author. Second edition. Two volumes. Crown 8vo. 14s. net. 

The Principles of Morals. By T. Fowzer and J. M. Wisow. 8v0. 
14s. Also, separately—Part I, 3s. 6d. Part II, 10s. 6d. 

Logic ; or, The Morphology of Knowledge. By B. Bosayaver. 
Two volumes. 8vo. £1 Is. net. 
Lectures and Essays on Natural Theology and Ethics. 
By W. Wattace. Edited by E. Carrp. With portrait. 8vo, 19s. 6d. 
Studies in History and Jurisprudence. By Rt. Hon. J. Bryce. 
1901. 2vols. 8vo. £1 5s. net. 

The Theory of Good and Evil. By H. Rasupats. 8vo. 2 vols. 
14s. net. 

The Herbert Spencer Lectures. 8vo. 1905, by Freprrtc Harrisoy. 
Qs. net. 1906. TheVoluntaryist Creed. By Auszron Herperrt. 2s. net. 1908. 


Individualism and After. By Brensamin Kipp. Is. net. 1909. Spencer and 
Animal Evolution. By G. C. Bourne. 1s. 6d. net. 


An Introduction to Logic. By H.W. B. Jossru. 8vo. 9s. 6d. net. 
Essay on Truth. By H.H. Joacum. 8vo. 6s. net. 
The Ethical Aspects of Evolution. By W. Bewerr. 6s, net. 


Elementary Logic 


The Elements of Deductive Logic. By T. Fowter, Tenth 
edition, with a collection of examples, Extra fcap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 


The Elements of Inductive Logic. By the same. Sixth edition. 
Extra fcap 8vo. 6s. In one volume with Deductive Logic, 7s. 6d. 
15 


ORIENTAL LANGUAGES 


See also Anecdota Oxoniensia, pp. 98, 99. 


Sacred Books of the East 


Translated by various Scholars, and edited by the late 
Right Hon. F. Max Mi.ier. Fifty volumes 


The forty-seven volumes now in print, £29 16s. net. 


Sacred Books of India. Brahmanism 
Twenty-one volumes 
Vedic Hymns, Part I, translated by F. Max Mixier. Part II, translated 
by H. Otpenserc. Two volumes (XXXII, XLVI). 18s. 6d. net and 14s, net. 
Hymns of the Atharva-veda, translated by M. Bioomrretp. 
One volume (XLII). 21s. net. 
The Satapatha-Brahmama, translated by Jutius Eccruine. 
Five volumes (XII, XXVI, XLI, XLIII), 12s. 6d. net each; 
: (XLIV), 18s. 6d. net. 
The Grihya-Siitras, translated by H. OLpENBERG. 
: Two volumes (XXIX, XXX), each 19s. 6d. net. 
The Upanishads, translated by F. Max Mixzer. 
Two volumes (I, XV Second edition), each 10s. 6d. net. 
The Bhagavadgita, translated by K4sninAra Trimpax TELANG. 
One volume (VIII), with the Sanatsugétiya and Anugita. 10s. 6d. net. 
The Vedanta-Siitras, with Sankara’s Commentary, by G. Tursavt. 
Two volumes (XXXIV, XXXVIII), each 12s. 6d. net. 
The third volume (XLVIII) with Ramanuga’s Sribhashya. 25s. net. 
Vol. XXXIV—Part I of the Vedanta-Sitras—is temporarily out of print. 
The Sacred Laws of the Aryas, translated by G. Biter. 
Two volumes (II (Second edition) and XIV), each 10s. 6d. net. 
The Institutes of Vishzu, translated by Juxtus Jouty. 
One volume (VII). 10s. 6d. net. 
Manu, translated by Gzorc Binter. One volume (XXV). 2ls. net. 
The Minor Law-books, translated by Junius Jotiy. 
One volume (XXXIII, Narada, Brthaspati). 10s. 6d. net. 


Jainism and Buddhism. Twelve volumes 


The Gaina-Siitras, translated from Prakrit by H. Jacozt. 
Two volumes (XXII, XLV). 10s. 6d. net and 12s. 6d. net. 
The Saddharma-pundarika, translated from Sanskrit by H. Kerw, 
One volume (XXI). 12s. 6d. net. 
Mahayana Texts, by E. B. Cowett, F. Max Mizer, and J. Taxaxusu. 
One volume (XLIX). From the Sanskrit. 12s. 6d. net. 
The Dhammapada and Sutta-Nipata, translated by F. Max 
Miter and V. Faussérx. One vol. (X, Ed. 2). From the Pali. 10s. 6d. net. 
Buddhist Suttas, translated from the Pali by T. W. Rays Davins. 
One volume (XI). 10s. 6d. net. 
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